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a ROCESS — CORPORATIONS— 

© Service of summons on foreign 
corporation authorized to do 

' business in New Jersey cannot 
yalidly be made on the person 
in charge of the office of the 
registered agent after such 
agent has died. 


service of Summons on for- 


eign corporation authorized to 
' do business in this State may 
pe made by serving the Secre- 
tary of State where the reg- 
istered agent designated has 
died or cannot 
State. 


be found in the 


d from an opinion by 
J. C. C. rendered April 
57. Superior Court, Essex 
y. Arco v. Terry. For plain- 
m= — Gardner & Williams by 
. For defend- 
t & Fast by Herman 








- Fas 


jant moves to set aside 
e of the summons and 
each of the two 
1 on the same cause 





in 





n the ficst suit was 
n. 18, 1957 by leaving 
e summons and com- 
the registered office of 
in Newark with Della 
ho it is claimed was the 
1 charge. The registered 
s Harry Levin who had 
otember 23, 1956. Defend- 
a New York corporation 

zed to do business in New 
y. It had not, however, des- 
other agent in place 














Service in the second suit was 
upon the Secretary of 
New Jersey. 
He la: by fi S. 14:4-5 provides 
hat wh e principal office of 
reign cor rporation authorized 
t business in this State 
ed, or when the 
zent lie, the board of di- 
Ectors shall forthwith file a 
tif setting forth the 
new agent. It then 
nalties or revocation 
rity to do business for 
eure to comply with this re- 
1 within 30 days after 
of office or death of 
But there is no pro- 
lor service to be made 
érson Other than the des- 
nt. In the instant 
no registered 
he time of service. The 
Levin revoked the 
1e service in the first 
herefore void and is 
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the suit, 
ever, can be sustained under 
S. 2A:15-26. This section 
€s that service on a for- 
Oration authorized to 
n this State may be 
Seri ving the Secretary 
when the agent desig- 
srvice of process has 
lerwise become dis- 
has removed from 
- OF cannot with due 
€ found herein. 
it submitted itself to 
_.48diction of our courts by 
ing for and receiving au- 
do business here. It 
submitted itself to 
of the statute 
, © registered agent of 
pany cannot be served, 
‘ the Can be effected by serv- 
0 i Secretary of State as 
* done here. Defendant at no 
. er itself of the lia- 
vice under this stat- 
id it surrender or re- 
10rity to do business 
binding effect of the 
‘Nerefore continued and 
force when the service 
“Made here. This is so even 


second 
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th ough defendant had ceased 
doir actual business in the 
State and though the contract 
sued upon had been entered into 
in New York. But assuming such 
service could only be sustained 
if the contract sued upon was 
entered into within this State, 
the Court finds this requirement 

ould be met. The contract was 
not to be binding until accepted 
by plaintiff. It was forwarded 
to plaintiff in Jersey City and 
was accepted by plaintiff there. 
The contract came into being in 
New Je SEREY. This not only made 
it a New Jersey contract but also 
constituted doing business in 
New Jersey 

Motion to vacate service in 
the second suit denied. 





Justice Frankfurter To 
Attend Harvard Law 
Dinner In Newark 


Irish Suaiienion ‘“ Professor 
Hart Also To Speak 
Mendon Morrill, President of 
he Harvard Law School Associ- 
ation of New Jersey, today an- 
nounced that the Ninth Annual 


Dinner of the Law School Assoc- 
ition will be held on May 23 at 





the Downtown Club, Bamberger 
Building, Halsey and Bank 
Streets, Newark, New Jersey. Mr. 
Justice Felix Frankfurter of the 
United States Supreme Court 
has graciously promised to at- 
tend and make some remarks. 
Th ther speakers for the din- 
ner are the Honorable John J. 
Hea Irish Ambassador to the 
Ur 


ited States and a member of 


tl h Bar, and Professor 
Henry Hart of the Harvard Law 
School. As in the past, Mr. Mor- 
rill stated that the dinner will 
be limi ted to judges, lawyers, law 
>] aw students. John J 

of 11 Comraerce Street, 





has been named Treas- 
ure the Dinner Committee 
anc srvations for the dinner 
may be made through him. 


Monmouth Bar Meeting 
Monday 


Golf Outing June 19th 








The regular monthly meeting 
of the Monmouth County Bar 
Associ will be held on Mon- 
dav evening, May 13th, at the 
Homestead Golf and Country 
Club Spring Lake Heights. 
The feature of the evening will 
be the presentation by Judge 
John C. Giordano of the portrait 
of former Justice Henry E. Ack- 
erson, Jr. The portrait was 
painted by Lajos Markos. 

The association’s Committee 
on Golf Outing announces that 
the annual golf day will be held 
on Wednesday, June 19th, at the 
Manasquan River Golf Club. 
Further details will be announc- 
ed later 


Fordham Law Alumni 
Breakfast Arranged 


The alumni of Fordham Law 
School will meet for breakfast 
in the Mirror Room of the Shel- 


burne Hotel, during the State 
Bar Convention, on Saturday, 
May 18th, at 9 A.M. It will be a 


—— get together for the alum- 
and their friends. 


Reservations are $3.50 each 
and should be made with either 
Irving I. Rubin at 45 Church St., 
Paterson or Bernard W. Hehl at 
11 Commerce St., Newark. 


State Bar Meeting T To 
Start With Forum On 
Evidence Law 


The annual meeting of the 
New Jersey State Bar Associa- 
tion, to be held from May 16th 
to 18th, inclusive, at the Hotel 
Shelburne in Atlantic City, will 
open with a forum on “Proposed 
Changes in the Law Evi- 
dence”. William G. Bischoff, 
chairman of the Committee To 
Study the Proposed Revision of 
the Law of Evidence will preside 
over the panel consisting of Vin- 
cent P. Biunno, Julius Wildstein, 


Sidney P. McCord and Robert N. 


Wilentz. 


Other important matters to be 
considered at the meeting will 
include the Junior Sect re- 


defense of indi 


port on the gent 
criminals (public defender), in- 
tegration of the bar, conflict of 
interests, and comparative neg- 
ligence. Luncheons, symposiums, 
general business and ymmit- 
tee reports, and resolutions will 
round out the program, culmin- 
ating in the Fifty-ninth Annual 
Dinner at which the guest of 
honor will be Associate Justice 
William J. Brennan, Jr the 


U. S. Supreme Court, will 
receive the Association’s Gold 
Medal for distinguished service. 
The medal will be presented by 


Chief Justice Vanderbilt 
Appellate Division 
Session Changes 


Part A of the Appellate Divi- 
sion will not sit thi ming 
Monday, May 13th. It sit 
instead on Wednesday, May 15th, 
at Newark. 

The hearing and motion day 
for this Part for the week of 
June 2nd has also been ged. 
Motions and argument hat 
week will be heard on Tuesday, 
June 4th instead of Monday 
June 3rd, at Newark 


New Jersey State Bar Association 
Annual Committee Reports 


Immigration and 
Naturalization 

The New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization has 
met on frequent intervals and 
has cooperated fully with the 
Committee on the Unlawful 
Practice of the Law. 

The Committee has been for- 
tunate in receiving support from 
the Association of Immigration 
and Nationality Lawyers, 
through its representative, 
George Gershenfeld, Esquire, of 
the Philadelphia Bar and from 
the Federal Bar Association, 
through its representative, I. Ar- 
thur Levy, Esquire, of Newark, 
New Jersey. 

The Committee will hold a 
lecture and forum at the New 
Jersey State Bar Association’s 
annual meeting held at Atlantic 
City, New Jersey on Friday, May 
17, 1957. The subject matter to 
be discussed will be “Contempor- 
ary Problems in Immigration 
and Nationality Law”. Amerigo 
D’Agostino will be in charge of 
this lecture and forum and will 
be introduced by the chairman 
of this Committee. 

It is our happy circumstance 
that the Committee on the Un- 
lawful Practice of the Law, chair- 
ed by Matthew Grayson, Esquire 
is cooperating with this Com- 
mittee in bringing legal action 
to eliminate from the practice 
of Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion Law so called ‘experts”, 
who are not lawyers permitted 
to practice before the Courts. 
More information of this phase 
of the work will be released 
from time to time as the work 
progresses. It in this con- 
nection that Messrs. Gershen- 
feld and Levy are cooperating 
with this Committee. 


1S 





Recommend Creation Of 


defe nder 


Creation of a public 


system for New Jersey on an 
experimental basis will be re- 
commended in a report by the 
Junior Section of the New Jersey 
State Bar Association at the . 


nual convention in Atlantic Cit 
May 16-18. 
After 18 months of study, a 


special committee of the State 
Bar’s Junior Section headed by 
Stephen J. Foley, of Newark 
finds that the “creation of the 
office of public defender, prop- 
erly constituted, represents the 
ideal form of indigent criminal 
defense and is the best tem 
presently available.” 

The “public defender” recom- 
mendations will be made as part 
of the report of the Junior Sec- 
tion to be presented by ction 
chairman Frederick J. Gassert, 


Jr., Newark at the Friday eve- 
ning (May 17) session of the 
convention. At that time the 
committee will move a resolu- 
tion asking the State Legislature 
to create a committee “to study 
and prepare for enactment ap- 
propriate legislation for the 


adoption of the Public Defender 


system in certain counties in 
the State of New Jersey, on an 
experimental basis.” 

The resolution will also re- 
commend to the Congress “en- 
actment of appropriate legisla- 
tion to provide for the estab- 


lishment of the office of public 
defender in the Federal Court 
system.” 

The exhaustive 60-page re- 
port, traces the historical back- 
ground of the public defender 
movement and discusses numer- 
ous other reports, interviews, de- 


Public Defender System 


cisions, opinions, and calls on a 
wealth of statistical material to 
support its stand. 

The special committee of the 
State Bar’s Junior Section is 
recommending in the report that 
the office of public defender be 
established on a trial basis for 
at least one year in at least one 
of the state’s more populous 
counties before attempting the 
system on a statewide basis. 

In supporting the position to 
be recommended to the conven- 
tion for its approval, the Junior 
Section committee points out as 
the “single most dramatic and 
at the same time concrete illus- 
tration of the merit of the pub- 
lic defender system” a report 
that “in a short period of ten 
years a single investigator of Los 
Angeles County Public Defend- 
ers Office saved 900 innocent 
persons from jail and 82 from 
execution. 

Members of the special com- 
mittee of the Junior Section 
which will present the report are 
besides Chairman Foley, 
Arthur J. Callaghan, of Newark; 
Daniel A. Degnan of Newark; 
Richard P. Muscatello, Elizabeth; 
Richard O’Brien of Summit, and 
Octavius A. Orbe of Ridgewood. 


County Judges 
To Meet 


The Conference of County 
Judges will hold a meeting at 
the Hotel Shelburne in Atlantic 
City on Friday, May 17th, at 
2:00 P.M. This meeting has been 
arranged so as to coincide with 
the Annual Meeting of the State 
Bar. 


The Committee is also laying 
the ground work for members of 
the New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation in their practice of Im- 
migration and Nationality Law 
so that they may continue to 
have the full cooperation of the 
director of Immigration Service 
at Newark, New Jersey, thus 
bringing about good relation- 
ships between the New Jersey 
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State Bar Association and the 
Immigration Service. 

The Committee wishes to 
thank Dr. Emma E. Dillon, Sec- 
retary of the New Jersey State 
Bar Association for her help in 
the work of the Committee. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Amerigo D’Agostino 
Constantine Donato 
Milton S. Kramer 
Albert Rathblott 
Edward V. Ryan 
John Lloyd, Jr. 
Samuel W. Strauss, 

Chairman 


Workmens Compensation 


During the past year your 
Committee has conducted num- 
erous meetings, both at Trenton 
and at Newark, New Jersey. 

Subjects reviewed were the 
changes in the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Laws, effective Janu- 
ary Ist, 1957 and their effect up- 
on the administrative procedure 
of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Bureau and the general public. 
It is too early for your Commit- 
tee to evaluate the effect of this 
new legislation which will have 
to be done after the passage of 
some time and after the courts 
would pass upon the interpreta- 
tion of the Department of Labor 
of this new legislation. 

Your Committee, under the di- 
rection of Mr. Frank Combs, gave 


careful study to the potential 
impact of “Loss of Hearing 
Claims” under the Workmen’s 


Compensation Laws of this State. 

Arrangements have been made 
by your Committee to conduct a 
luncheon meeting under the 
chairmanship of Carl S. Kuebler, 
on May 18th, 1957 at the Shel- 
burne Hotel in Atlantic City, NJ. 
Honorable Harry Heher, a Jus- 
tice of the New Jersey Supreme 
Court will be the guest speaker 
on a subject which will be of vital 
interest to the Members of the 
Bar who practice in the Work- 
men’s Compensation Bureau, as 
well as the public effected by its 
decisions. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Henry M. Grosman, Chairman 

George E. Meredith, 

Vice-Chairman 

Perry E. Belfatto 

Frank P. Combs 

Walter R. Hespe 

Carl S. Kuebler 

Andrew Lawrie 

Samuei Levinson 

John M. Mackenzie 

George M. Hillman 
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CRIMINAL LAW — Where con- | from American for over 1 million 
cert of action by the partic- dollars. 


ipants is necessary to commis- 
sion of a statutory crime or 
offense, an indictment for con- 


spiracy to commit that offense | 


will not lie. 

—An indictment for common 
law conspiracy will not lie for 
the commission of the offense 
of commercial bribery now 
encompassed by Sec. 88 of the 
Disorderly Persons Act. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Collester, J. C. C. rendered May 

2, 1957. Passaic County Court. 

State v. Aircraft Supplies, et als. 

For the State — Charles S. Joel- 

son, acting Pros. For Aircraft 

and Falk — Toolan, Haney & 

Romond. For Bailey—Nicholas 

Martini. 

Defendants move to dismiss 
an indictment charging them 
with conspiracy. The indictment 
charges that between March 21, 
1951 and Feb. 28, 1954 defend- 
ants conspired to commit cer- 
tain crimes and unlawful acts 
and charges that defendant 
Falk, president of Aircraft and 
one Coburn, now deceased, en- 
tered into an agreement with 
defendant Bailey to pay secret 
commissions to the latter in re- 
turn for which Bailey gave them 
information as to the bids sub- 
mitted to his employer American 
Airlines by competing supply 
vendors enabling Aircraft to un- 
derbid such competitors; that 
$46,333.79 was paid in such sec- 
ret commissions as a result of 
which Aircraft secured orders 
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The defendants contend (1) 
this Court lacks jurisdiction (2) 
the offense is a violation of the 
Disorderly Persons Act and is 
not now a crime and (3) defend- 
ant corporation and Falk have 
statutory immunity from pros- 
ecution. 

Held: N. J. S. 2A:170-88 pro- 
vides that any person who gives 
or promises any gratuity to an 
employee without the knowledge 
or consent of his employer and 
with intent to influence his ac- 
tion with relation to his em- 
ployer’s business and any em- 
ployee who so accepts any gratu- 
ity or promise under such an 
agreement or understanding that 
he will act in a particular man- 
ner to his employer’s business, is 
a disorderly person. This of- 
fense is now commonly called 
business bribery. Prior to the 
enactment of N. J. S. 2A:170-88 
on Jan. 1, 1952 the offense was 
a misdemeanor under RS. 2:114- 
at. 

Defendants contend that by 
the downgrading of the offense, 
prosecution of the offense under 
the statute authorizing prosecu- 
tion of common law conspiracy, 
N. J. S. 2A:85-1, on which the 
present indictment is based, was 
barred. They argue that since 
the Legislature has expressly 
provided for prosecution of the 


offense under Sec. 88 of the Dis- 


orderly Persons Act, the State 
cannot upgrade the offense to a 
misdemeanor by prosecuting the 
same as a conspiracy. 

The court does not agree that 
as a general principle where the 
overt act charged in an indict- 
ment for common law conspiracy 
has been downgraded to an of- 
fense under the disorderly 
Persons Act, the accused cannot 
be prosecuted for a conspiracy 
under N. J. S. 2A:85-1. It is the 
corrupt agreement which con- 
stitutes the crime of conspiracy. 
The overt act may or may not 
in itself be criminal. But here 
the situation is unusual. The 
facts alleged and needed to war- 
rant a conviction on a conspir- 
acy charge would be the same as 
those required to establish a vio- 
lation of N. J. S. 2A:170-88. 

The offense of commercial 
bribery requires a concert of ac- 
tion by at least two parties un- 
der a corrupt agreement or un- 
derstanding. The indictment 
here charges defendants with 
the precise acts and elements 
constituting the offense. And it 
is settled by the cases, including 
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‘‘into the yard. The evidence es- 





| State v. Lennon, that an agree- 

‘tment to commit an offense which 

|can be committed only by the 

concerted action of the parties 
to the agreement does not con- 
stitute a criminal conspiracy 
and is not indictable as a sepa- 
rate offense. The rationale of 
the “concert of action” rule is 
that when the law has denounc- 

ed the aggregate action as a 

named crime, this cannot be 

circumvented by calling such 

action by another name, i.e. 

conspiracy. 

Nor does it matter that there 
were more participants involved 
than the minimum required. It 
does not change the substantive 
offense of bribery that there be 
several givers and a single taker. 

The indictment for conspiracy 
here charged a completed of- 
fense in violation of Sec. 88. This 
implicates the legislative intent 
in downgrading commercial bri- 
bery. As a misdemeanor the 
punishment was up to 3 years 
imprisonment; as a violation of 
the disorderly persons act the 
maximum penalty is one year. 
‘The statute of limitations on 
conspiracy is five years; on vio- 
lation as a disorderly person 1 
year. The statutes, by N. J. S. 
2A:170-89 grant immunity from 
prosecution to any actor in 
commercial bribery who reports 
it to the Prosecutor. Defendant 
Falk here relied on this statute. 
It was not the intention of the 
Legislature to permit a prose- 
cutor, by prosecuting the offense 
of bribery as a conspiracy, to 
change it into a misdemeanor 
with the larger penalty, larger 
period of limitations and with- 
out the statutory immunity to 
the informer. 

Motion granted. 

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
—An employee injured in the 
course of his work by the anti- 
social, viz, criminal act of a 
fellow employee sustains an 
injury arising out of the em- 
ployment. 

—QOur cases have adopted the 
doctrine that an injury arises 
out of the employment if but 
for the conditions surrounding 
the employment it would not 
have happened. 

—Test as to “in the course of 
employment” defined and ap- 
plied. 

—Murder of an employee on the 
employer’s premises during 
the working day by a co-em- 
ployee who committed the 
crime to rob the victim of his 
weekly wages held a compens- 
ible accident. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Nimmo, C. C. J. rendered May 2, 
1957. Hudson County Court. 
Crotty v. Driver Harris. For ap- 
pellant O’Brien, Brett & 
O’Brien. For appellee — Edward 
B. Meredith. 

Petitioner appeals from a 
judgment of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Division dismiss- 
ing her Dependency Petition. 
The facts are not in dispute. 

Decedent was employed by re- 
spondent as a stock clerk. His 
duties included dispensing stock 
from the stockroom in the base- 
ment of the foundry or the yard. 
His jurisdiction in the yard ex- 
| tended to sand bins adjacent to 
|a brick shed attached to the 
| foundry. Decendent apparently 
‘had free run of the foundry 
|and yard and was allowed to go 
into the yard for a smoke or 
fresh air. Decedent received his 
| week's pay at about 11:30 AM. 
}on Oct. 8, 1954. He was found 
|dead by two co-employees at 
|}about 3:30 P.M. in the shed. It 
| is stipulated he was murdered by 
|one Williams, a fellow employee, 
| who robbed decedent of his pay. 
|Decedent was smoking and 
|chatting in the brick shed with 
Williams and 2 other co-em- 


< 





ployees between 2:30 and 2:45 |] 


P.M. At about 3:00 P.M. or 


|shortly thereafter he was seen |} 


|by other employees passing 
through the foundry and out 





tablishes he was murdered be- 
tween 3:00 and 3:30 P.M. 

Held: A comprehensive defini- 
tion of the phrases “arose in the 
course of the employment” and 
“arose out of the employment” 
appears in Belyus v. Wilkinson 
115 N. J. L. 43. An accident arises 
“in the course of” the employ- 
ment when it occurs (a) within 
the period of employment, (b) at 
a place where the employee may 
reasonably be and (c) while he 
is reasonably fulfilling the duties 
of the employment or doing 
something incidental to it. It 
arises “out of” the employment 
when the risk of such an occur- 
rence is reasonably incident to 
the employment. Such a risk is 
one which grows out of or is con- 
nected with what the workman 
has to do in fulfilling his con- 
tract of service and may be or- 
dinary or extra-ordinary. 

The burden is on a petitioner 
to establish his case by a pre- 
ponderance of probabilities, not 
merely possibilities, but certainly 
it not required. The Act is re- 
medial in nature and is to be 
liberally construed in favor of 
petitioners. In death cases, 
courts are generally satisfied 
with scanty circumstantial evi- 
dence because the death has 
removed the witness best able 
to testify why he was at the 
place where the misadventure 
occured and what happened. 

The evidence here is _ not 
scanty and easily satisfies the 
requirements set forth in the 
Belyus case. Decedent was mur- 
dered within his working time, 
at a place where he might rea- 
sonably be. It is not necessary 
that he was required to be there. 
And as to (c), if decedent went 
out into the yard to get supplies 
and was lured or forced into the 
shed he would not have deviated 
from the course of his employ- 
ment, or if he went there on 
his own volition to rest and 
smoke this would be incidental 
to his employment and not a 
deviation. The murder therefore 
occurred “in the course of” the 
employment. 

The instant case is not one of 
an assault because of personal 
animosity but one of murder by 
a fellow employee committed to 
rob the victim. In the early case 
of Walther v. American it was 
held that unless the assailant 
intended to rob the employer 
the incident did not arise out of 
the employment. But this was 
later rejected in Cole v. I. Lewis 
Cigar. In the Cole case and the 
more recent cases of Sanders v. 
Jarka, Giracelli v. Franklin, 
Garguilo v. Garguilo and How- 
ard v. Harwoods, the doctrine has 
been developed that an accident 
“arises out of the employment” 
if “but for the conditions sur- 
rounding the petitioner’s em- 
ployment the accident would not 
have happened’. Such is the 








80 N. J. L. J. Index P,,,, 





Order Changing Moi, 
Day Next Week 


SUPREME COURT of 
NEW JERSEY 

By reason of the Annuag] y.. 
ing of the New Jersey Sta: 
| Association, it is hereby of 
ED that except for e 
matters, no trials or 
shall be had on Friday, \;; 
1957, in the Superior ¢, 
County Courts, Juvenile . 
Domestic Relations Cou 
County District Courts, a 
the regular motion day fy 
week of May 13th shall be T-» 
day, May 16, 1957. 1 
By the Court, 
/s/ Arthur T. Vz 
C.J 
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Announcement 







Norman N. Popper anno: 
that John N. Bain, atto 
law of New Jersey and R 
ed Patent Attorney will 
sociated with him in the 
tice of law at 17 Academy3 
Newark. 





























of delectus personae and thy 
workman’s fellow employees; 
all their idiosyncrasies 
weaknesses, physical and 
are a condition of the em 
ment. This is akin to the 
tional or  but-for’ d 
















adopted by our cases. The mer 
no rational basis for disti New 
ing, from the stand p Drop, 
compensability between Disbé 
by an employee deeme 1S 





and one by an employee deez SwotS 
a murderer. The deviation * 
normal exists alike in bot! 
stances. An employee ¥ 
jured in the course 
by the anti social, viz 










act of a fellow emplo $ ist 
tains an injury which arisess the 
of the employment. ed 3,( 


Reversed. 
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case here. Further, in the How- Y 
ard case, where an insane co- Main Office: at p 
employee viciously assaulted the eee — Ba 
petitioner, the court pointed out aaame Cley, 4 ae 
that the employer has the right : e 
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Our staff of four pen writers and 
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~ : STATE BAR COMMITTEE REPORTS Public Relations |cate any and all constructive 
— ; ae e President Robert S. Snevily ap-; ther exploration be made with | suggestions and plans for a bet- 
" Membership tion is based upon the following | pointed members of this Commit-| regard to such proposed radio| ‘ter understanding between the 
: 3 committee respectfully ere : ; {tee on August 1, 1956. Shortly | and television programs with the | lawyer and the public to the 
This... actions for the past|_ ‘@) No impelling reason exists | thereafter the Committee organ-| suggestion that a sponsor may members of your Committee, and 






follows: 
s< the result of many meet- 
* the committee embarked 
e “its campaign wherein 
ng other things, a brochure 
ed to every lawyer in 
of New Jersey. The 
- nyre was prepared by the 
~ittee with the fine cooper- 
§ Jefferson Lyon and 
good offices of Soney 
10,000 of such bro- 
e printed without any 















ah the 
gh the 
pp VU5* 


age 
pase 





addressed, again 
charge, by the West 
g Company so that the 
vas able to introduce 
ls in excess of 9,000 
ochures, the only costs 
being the envelopes 
postage. The Gann Law 

mpany also furnished 
h were exhibited at 

























As of April 15, 1957, the records 
the association indicated the 


wing 


Membership 


3072 

New Members 341 
Dropped 69 
Disbarred 5 
Suspended 1 
Resignations 15 
31 

32 





1 be noted that with the 
hip as of that date of 
it is the first time in 
his of the association 
the membership has ex- 
ced 3,000 members. 
I: addition to the report as 
reinabove stated, the com- 
has the following re- 
dations to make. 
t the requirement of the 
of three members of 
; ciation for introduction 
fo the association of lawyers 
) are not members of their 
or county bar associations 
abolished. This recommenda- 








for the approval presently re- 
quired since the applicant must 
certify as to his or her good 
standing as a member of the 
Bar of New Jersey and to non- 
commu! activities. 

b) It places upon the appli- 
cant the requirement of ascer- 
taining the existence of three 
members of the association 





c 


ustic 


siding in his county which some- 
times presents sufficient diffi- 
culty to otherwise deter the ap- | 
plicant from so applying. If one 
is not a member of the associa- 
tion, he may not know who is 
such member in his county 
unless he either makes personal 
inquiry which is tedious, irk- 
some nd burdensome or he 
would be required to secure a/} 
list of the names of all of the} 
members of the association in 





+ 


his county from the Secretary 
and thereupon seek the approval 
of such members, which 
i case Offers as many in- 


in such 
pediments aforementioned. 


tnree 


as 


The committee feels that if| 
the applicant is otherwise qual-| pr. Dillon directed the 


ified that the applicant be en- 


titled to admission to the assoc- | 


iation without more. 

2. The committee feels 
the life of the association de- 
pends primarily on its member- 
ship and the strength of the as- 
sociation upon the number of its 
members. The conducting of 
membership drive each year by 
members of the association who 
at best can only devote part 
time effort does not produce the 
most desired result. Since the 
membership in the association 
represents approximately 50% 
of the active lawyers in the 
State, the mere replacement of 
deaths and resignations each 
year or an increase which does 
not substantially take 
lawyers not presently members 


re- | 


‘ | were held in an effort to arra 
in all] 


is not sufficient. If the ultimate | 
aim of the association is to bring | 


within its ranks substantially 
all of the lawyers in this State, 
we believe that a sustained and 
somewhat professional approach 
for membership at least for the 
next consecutive years 
should be made. This, of course, 


few 
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about to examine may 


















{ized and subsequently individual 
members of the Committee and 
|your chairman met with Jeffer- 
son Lyon, the public relations ad- 
| visor to the Association. 


| Among the many proposals 
submitted to establish a better 
understanding by the public of 





the lawyer, the Bar Ass tions, 
and particularly our St Bar 
Association, the following su 
gestions were made: 

1. A cooperative newspaper ad 
on the subject of wills, estates 
and other related subjects to be 
prepared by Jefferson Lyon and 
to be submitted to the New Jer- 
sey Bankers Association and y 
Committee for publication in the 





C- 


ir 
our 






|newspapers throughout the State. 
This would bring to the atten- 
tion of the public the need for 


ithe lawyer as well as the service 


|of the bank in estate matters 
| without in any way violating the 
}canon pertaining to advertising. 
| 2. A similar approach for co- 
| 






operative advertising wv 


other 
groups such as title companies. 
attention 
|of your Committee to the educa- 


tional newspaper series prepar- 
ed by the Colorado Bar Associa- 


that | tion. 


| 3. Full consideration was given 
to the public relations value of 
“Law for the Layman” courses 
in adult schools. Recommenda- 
tions have been given to the 
secretaries of the local and Coun- 
ty Bar Associations together with 
a proposed curriculum prepared 
by one of the members of your 
Committee for such courses. The 
Committee has been advised that 
a number of courses have been 
igiven during the past year 
throughout the State. 

4. A number of conferences 
nge 








local stations for the presenta- 
tion of program or programs of 
public interest to be presented 


by members of the Association. 
The work of the American Bar 
Association in this field is highly 
|}recommended particularly with 


| 


| 


respect to monitoring radio and 
the 


television programs in which 
lawyer may be presented 

bad light. It is the recommenda 
tion of this Committee that 











|requires the expenditure of 
|} money, but it is suggested that a 
hit or miss solicitation th a 
single or occasional piece of lit- 
erature will never accomplish 
this sort of result. We 





briefly 
ducted by the American 
sociation in the past yea 
whereby the constant and 
iodic solicitation produced a 
tounding results. Some imitation 
of this form of solicitatic 
therefore recommended. 

The committee wishes to ex- 
press its thanks to the 
Publishing Company, Soney 
Sage, Gann Law Book Company 


to the campaign 


Bar As 


and Jefferson Lyon for their 
help and contribution on- 
nection with the committee’s 


activities. 
Douglas V. Aitken 
Alfred M. Bitting 
Edward T. Curry 
Joseph H. Edgar 
William P. Elliott 
Forster W. Freeman 
C. Ryman Herr, Jr. 
Sidney H. Kantrowitz 
Ezra W. Karkus 
Elwood F. Kirkman 
S. Rusling Leap 
Francis V. D. Lloyd 
John A. McKenna 
Joseph Mennite 
Joseph C. Murphy 
Robert F. Novins 
Wilbur M. Rush 
Allen Russ 
Nathan C. Staller 
Albert G. W. Silverman 
George Warren 
Ben D. White 
Annamarie V. Paterno, 
Chairman 


be obtained to present a series of | that such plans will be given full 
programs under the auspices of | 2nd prompt consideration. 


the State Bar AS8ociation. 


| April 


5. There have been numerous 
inquiries made of your chairman 
and other members of, the Com- 


mittee 


which have _ received 


prompt attention and reply, all 
to the end of establishing a bet- | 
ter and sounder understanding 
between the lawyer and the pub- 
lic. It is the suggestion of your 
Committee that members of the 
Association and all lawyers of 
the State be urged to communi- 


12, 1957. 


Jack Feinberg, Chairman, 
on behalf of the Commit- 
tee consisting of 

Bennett H. Fishler, Jr. 

Lewis C. Stanley 

Julius Sklar 

Walter S. Keown 

William R. Morrison 

George H. Rosenstein 

Morgan R. Seiffert 

Nathan A. Whitfield 

John R. Kelly 
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THE PROPOSED ABOLITION OF THE DEATH 
PENALTY IN NEW JERSEY 


Assembly Bills A-19 and A-21, now before the Committee on 
Institutions, Public Health and Welfare, of the Assembly, would 
abolish capital punishment in this state. The death penalty is now 
provided for four crimes—murder in the first degree, kidnapping, 
treason, and assaults upon certain high executive officers with 
intent to kill. The proposed bills would replace the death penalty 
with life imprisonment without reduction or suspension of sentence 
and without parole. 


The death penalty is no longer employed in most Western 
countries other than the United States, but only six states in this 
country have abolished it. 


The problem has philosophical and religious overtones, which 
it is not proposed to discuss here. Undoubtedly, there are still those 
who believe that the ultimate end of criminal justice is retribution 
—that natural justice requires that the punishment be made tc 
fit the crime, an eye extracted for an eye. Conversely, there are 
those who oppose the death penalty because of deeply-felt con- 
victions that man is never justified in taking the life of man. 


What are the social policies which may be served or disserved 
by the passage of A-19 and A-21? In any consideration of the social 
desirability of capital punishment, the substantial arguments which 
are made in its favor may be summarized as deterrence, incapacita- 
tion of potential repeaters, and the saving to the state of the 
expense of life imprisonment. 


Common sense would seem to indicate that at least in the case 
of recidivists enured to imprisonment, the threat of the death 
penalty might deter from murder. Yet, although accurate statistics 
in this country are fragmentary, such investigations as have been 
made lead to the conclusion that the death penalty is not a sub- 
stantial deterrent to the crime of murder. The handful of American 
states and those foreign countries where capital punishment has 
been abolished have not reported serious increases in homicide 
Tollowing abolition. 


Incapacitation of the criminal is, of course, most effectively 
achieved by the death penalty. 


The expense to the state of imprisoning two or three individ- 
uals for life each year should not be a major factor in consideration 
of the problem, particularly as prisoners often become economically 
productive. 

Reformation and rehabilitation of the individual is generally 
considered to be a vitally important end to be considered in pen- 
ology. The death penaliy obviously does not serve this end, but 
neither, to a very great extent, do the proposed bills, as they would 
replace it with imprisonment without hope of release. However, it 
is, of course, possible that such a prisoner may become rehabilitated 
to the extent of becoming a useful citizen in prison. 


The degrading spectale of executions is a vital argument for 
abolition. It was not so long ago in Elizabethan England, and 
later, that the public thronged to enjoy the disembowelling alive 
oi criminals at public executions. Fortunately, those days are 
passed and “public executions” are generally performed in relative 
privacy. Mass media of communication have, however, succeeded 
in bringing as many as possible of the chilling details into the living 
room of the average family. Within the last few weeks the public 
was treated to the story of the Governor’s reprieve which arrived 
after the deadly gas pellets had been dropped but before the execu- 
tion was complete. Exposure to the details of legal killing may even 
stimulate rather than deter public anti-social tendencies. 


When the possibility of a mistaken conviction is added to the | 


scale, many will feel that the factors favoring abolition of the 
death penalty outweigh those favoring its retention. Its abolition 
in New Jersey on at least a trial basis seems desirable. If it is to be 
retained, its use might be confined to those who have proved them- 
selves hardened criminals. These are the individuals whom society 


d,ill 


oi the death penalty. 


That part of the bills which would remove any hope of release 
from prison should be modified to confine its application to hard- 
ened criminals. Even those who have been convicted of the listed 
crimes may be capable of social rehabilitation, and society may not 
always be served by their permanent incarceration. Nor will prob- 
lems of prison discipline be mitigated by the removal of all hope of 
legal escape. Furthermore, the abolition of the death penalty prob- 
ably would be accompanied by an increase in the number of first 
degree murder convictions accompanied by the harshest penalty 
available. 


The bills would make a fundamental change in our criminal 
law, in which attorneys should take a vital interest. 
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VOICE OF THE BAR 





t COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 





Editor, 
New Jersey Law Journal 

As one of the founders and 
original script writers of the 
Bon Ton Repertory Company 
twenty years or so ago, I feel 
somewhat privileged to comment 
upon and criticize its produc- 
tions. In those early days we 
tried hard for humor and even 
though some of it occasionally 
may have been a little barbed, 
it was never vulgar. (Witness 
the jury deliberation act 
repeat from those earlier days.) 
In fact, occasionally when sug- 
gestions were presented which 
tended in that direction, they 
were voted down by the group. 

The skit appearing in last Sat- 
urday night’s show about the 
police raid on the _ burlesque 
house and the trial of the per- 
former certainly was not in the 
original tradition. It was vulgar, 
common, some of its language 
approached the obscene, — par- 
ticularly since there were wo- 
men present — and it was un- 
worthy of members of our pro- 
fession. 

The references to Mayor Car- 
lin, his father and his family 
were not funny; the implications 
were dirty and insulting and in- 
excusable. And frankly I did not 
see the humor or the appropri- 
ateness of the reference to me 
as a devotee of burlesque. 

If Bon Ton has to descend to 
that kind of performance in or- 
der to continue, then the shelf 
is a good place for it for a while. 
It seems a shame that an other- 
wise enjoyable show had to be 
marred by that kind of material. 

If this be treason .. . 

Sincerely, 
John J. Francis 
Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 

Judge Francis read to me his 
criticism of the recent Bon Ton 
Repertory performance. I too 
was one of the founders of the 
Company and as such I desire to 
say that my views coincide with 
those expressed by him. It must 
have been a matter of wonder- 
ment to many present, particu- 
larly those who were non-mem- 
bers of the Bar, that our organ- 
ization in satirizing the bur- 
lesque performance achieved an 
effort at least as smutty as the 
original. 

Sincerely yours, 
Gerald T. Foley 


Editor 
New Jersey Law Journal 

In the Journal, the State Bar, 
indicates approval of S57 a bill 
to change the statute of limita- 
tions for damage to property in 
automobile collisions. I disagree 
and I think that a decision de- 
cided in 1911 by the former 
Court of Errors and Appeals is 
directly in point. 

Ochs v. Public Service Ry Co. 
81 N. J. L. 66, 80 A.495 Bergen J. 

“As the question is now before 
this court for the first time, we 
are at liberty to adopt the rule 
of law which appears to us to be 
most logical and reasonable, and 
we are of the opinion that there 
is a clear distinction between 
the two classes of injury, and 
that it is the injury and not 
alone the negligent act which 


| gives rise to the right of action, 





for a negligent act is not in itself 
actionable, and only becomes the 
basis when it results in injury 
to another.” 

“In order to support an action 
there must be not only the neg- 
ligent act, but a consequential 
injury which is the gravaman of 
the charge, and this distinction 
between the negligent act and 
its consequences is recognized 
in deciding when a cause of ac- 
tion arises in cases where the 
bar of the statute of limitations 
is interposed.” 


“That our Legislature has re- | 


cognized a distinction between 


the right to recover for injuries 
to property and those to the 
person is indicated by its course 
of legislation for it has created 
a different period of limitation 
within which suits may be 
brought to recover damages for 
the respective injuries. It has 
made a claim for injury to the 
property assignable, but declined 
to do so as to claim for personal 
injury, and if the personal in- 
jury result in death, the right of 
action survives, by statute, for 
the benefit of next of kin, while 
the right to recover for the in- 
jury to property is preserved for 
the benefit of the estate of the 
decedent. These divers statutes 
concerning limitations, assign- 
ability of rights of action, 
methods of enforcement, and 
distribution of proceeds are not 
consistent with a legislative in- 
tent that a single wrongful act 
give rise to but one cause of ac- 
tion for different injuries, or 
injuries for different rights, 
such as are present in the cause 
under review. The enforcement 
of the two rights are made sub- 
ject to such varying conditions 
that an inference may justly be 
drawn that the Legislature con- 
sidered that there was a plain 
distinction between them and 
legislated for each from that 
point of view.” 
Very truly yours, 
David Marmor 


Editor 
New Jersey Law Journal 

A compliment to the author of 
the editorial “Double Jeopardy” 
which appeared in your April 25, 
1957 issue. 

There is only one portion of 
said editorial which, I think, 
should be considered a little 
more by your writer. He states: 
“The area is one in which a rule 
of reason must dominate so long 
as there is to be a fair and just 


balance between the right of the | 


individual and the needs of so- 
ciety.” (Boldface mine.) 


Let us remember that the 
rights of individuals are the 
cornerstore of our excellent sys- 
tem, and that the needs of so- 
ciety are secondary. I think our 
Supreme Court outlined it for 
us quite succinctly in the case 
of State v. Midgeley, 15 N. J. 574. 
In that case, Midgeley was in- 
dicted for the burning of a dwell- 
ing house of another. An acquit- 
tal was directed at the end of 
the State’s case because the 
State’s proofs showed that the 
house was, and for two years, 
had been unoccupied, and the 
trial judge was of the opinion 
that arson under the statute 
was not committed unless the 
property was inhabited by some 
person when burned. (See page 
576.) 


Subsequently, Midgeley was in- 
dicted under R&S. 2:109-3(b) 


having previously been indicted , 


under R.S. 2:109-1. He entered 
a plea of autrefois acquit to the 
second indictment and the trial 
judge sustained the plea and 
dismissed the indictment. 


The State appealed and the 
Appellate Division reversed. The 
Supreme Court concluded that 
although it appeared that the 
trial judge was in error in dis- 
missing the original indictment, 
the plea of double jeopardy must 
be sustained. The Court said, at 


page 578. 
‘“* * * The plea of double 
jeopardy must be honored, 


though a regrettable defeat of 
justice may result. ‘* * * oc- 
casional failures of justice are 
outweighed by the general per- 
sonal security * * *. Such mis- 
adventures are the price of in- 
dividual protection against ar- 
bitrary power.’ Citing State v. 
DiGiosia, 3 N. J. 413 (1950).” 
Very truly yours, 
William E. McGlynn 
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Recommendations 
Camden County Bar ;, 
To Proposed Rule 
Changes 





TO: The Honorable Chief j,... 
and The Associate Justj-;,. 
The Supreme Court of x. 
Jersey: 4 
With respect to the pro, iim 

16 sweeping changes to the :1 

vised Rules by the Comr«. 

on Pretrial and Calendar ; 
trol, published in the New Je. 

Law Journal of March 14 1: 

the Camden County Bar As, 

ation briefly considered +, 
proposals at its regular mec, 
on March 26, 1957, but been 

of their importance, a 5, 

meeting was held on Apri 

1957, at which the proposals + 

considered and voted upor 

the latter meeting, the ung 
signed were appointed a ¢,- 
mittee to state the action tris 
by the association and the » 
sons therefore. The folloy., 
are the recommendations of «, 
Camden County Bar Associat~ 















1. Verified Statement of (jj; least 
in Automobile Cases |; _ 
volving Personal  Injyr: sar 
or damage to Automobij obie 


This proposal was condemr 
and rejected. 

In most cases the plaints? 
attorney does not possess + 
information at the time of » 
initiation of suit. Most of }: 
not obtainable until 
engaging of the experts a 
is usually accomplished 
attorney. Moreover, the perfor: 
ance and duration of , 
injuries often are not determ: 
able at the time suit must; 
brought in order to effect » 
vice before a defendant |s 
the jurisdiction. 

The proposal also overlcii supe 
the fact that the clier ; 
upon the immediate « 
ment of the action, 
prior to the availabilit 
required information. If 
torney does not accede 
client’s wishes he may lose * 
client. 

One of the expressed obi# 
of the Revised Rules is simp 
cation of pleadings: RR. 4: 
The proposal constitutes a coz 
plete reversal. 

2. Time to Answer Complai 

and Interrogatories. 

This proposal was condem 
The vote against it w 
mous. It is unrealistic. The % 
lies with the litigants not = 
the bar. In many instances * 
defense attorney does not * 
ceive the complaint or his * 
tainer until the time for £2 
an answer has actually exp 
or is about to expire. 

Consequently, the 
will not advance the 
justice. To the contrary, it 
unnecessarily increase t! 
of both the trial jud 
bar without accompa 
efits. The present 
workable, and should be ret 
ed. 

3. Number of Copies of Inte 
rogatories and  Answé 
Thereto. ¥ 

This recommendation was # 
proved, provided it is vee 
automobile negligence ns 
tort actions. It woulc 


after * 








persor 
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Abst 
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tious in the extreme 1! 4Pr- 


to some chancery actions. _ 
4. Discussion of Settlement? 
Pretrial. 

This proposal was 
as impractical and 
able. It was unanim 
ed. With the bulk of 
gation consisting of 
negligence cases in W 
ers are involved, it wé 
sensus of opinion tha 
surers simply would not ~ 
any commitment in oper *-~ 
where there is the possi0u-s ” 
some prospective juror * 
of the offer. If pretria 
conducted in the Judges ° 
bers, as in the Federal © 
the propvsal would be >” 
practical. 
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= st 
Of STATE BAR COMMITTEE REPORTS 
oP A: 
le A Federal Taxation | ings which the other committees 
Committee has continued | Sponsor. The idea was put into) 
practice, and received a favor-| 


You neern itself with stimulat- | 

e po interest among members of 

tied ASS sociation in federal tax 

wy ; and to keep it apprised 
ent developments. 

> Committee’s contribution 


this Committee’s 


and Trusts, 
a joint panel discus- 


ty, Probate 
sented by 



















able response, in connection with 


| Practice and Procedure In The District And 
Municipal Courts 


number of occasions and among 
|}other things has made recom- 
mendations as to rule changes 


_ cooperation | 4nd has studied proposed rule 
with the section on Real Proper- changes made by both the Dis- | 
repre- 


trict Court Committee and the 
Supreme Court Rules Commit- 


Ee Mid-Year Meeting of the | S10 eid at the mid-winter meet-| tee of the Judicial Conference. 
ation, held in Asbury Park ing Of the Association in Asbury; Embodied in the recommend- 
~ ember, 1956, consisted of a| Park in December, 1955. ations made by both of 
) discussion by several mem- Similar arrangements with! aforementioned committees ar 
Pies: of the Committee with re- other committees are being sug-|a number of recommendatii 
?, (ER. +> the application of the) gested The Committee on Fed-| made by this committee 7 ei 
Any i a] Security y Law to lawyers, eral Taxation hopes for and urges | one or the other of the Judic 
1 hogan “ats to be obtained thereun- the continuation and enlarge-| Conference Committees 
and the method of applying | ment of this cooperatior.. Additionally, the committee 
§ ond obtaining, such benefits.| The Committee has continued! had objections to certain rule 
Deal . comprehensive summary | the program of making members| changes or parts thereof and 
Apr he subject matter discussed, available as speakers before pro-| has accordingly submitted to the 
wy: 1.6, No. 2, Chatterbox, Feb- | fessional groups such as County) Administrative Director of the! 
Pon WM.95, 1957, pp. 8-10, inclusive).| and local Bar Associations. Ef-| Courts a report as follows 
ance Sur Committee has attempt- forts are being mcde to enlarge * * * 
furthermore, to continue the | this service as an adjunct of the| agministrative Director of the 
hed approach towards tax ed-| Committee on Pu blic Relations. | courts 


David Beck, Chairman 


ion inaugurated by last year’s 
mittee, in an effort to dem- 2obert V. Carton 
trate the integral relation- Herbert M. Gannet 


Harold Kamens 
Norman E. Schlesinger 
Samuel S. Starr 
Milton H. Stern 
Horace J. Farlee 

J. Arthur Goldberg 
Martin E. Kestenbaum 
Joseph J. Seaman 
Philip G. Steel 

Hug gh C. Spernow 


ate hetween federal taxes and 
f Cli arious fields of substantive 
SOS lr F 
Injurig 
Nobile 


sa means of accomplishing 

objective, your Committee 
ested to several other com- 
of the Association that) 
esentatives of this Commit- 
participate in panel discus- 
sor other educational meet- 


£eS 





State House 


Trenton, N. J. 
Dear Sir: 

The committee on Practice 
and Procedure in the District 
and Municipal Courts of the 
New Jersey State Bar A: a- 


3 of 


tion has met for the purpose 

considering proposed amend- 

ments to the rules of the court. 
In view of the fact that there 


will probably not be sufficient 
time for the committee to sub- 








DON'T BE IN THE DARK — GET ALL THE FACTS 
MORRIS WAXMAN and Associates 
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


Depositions Before Trial 850 aie ~ 
NEWARK, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-1440 





irConditioned Hearing Room Available 


mit its report to the association 
at large for action by the associ- 
ation in time for the action of 


the association to be submitted 
to the Judicial Conference Com- 
mittee, we take the liberty of 
|submitting to you the conclu- 
sions of the committee, pointing 








out that the action of the com- 
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it OVER 50 YEARS OF SERVICE 
nd 8 othe Bench and Bar of New Jersey... 


0 


Ye are looking forward to meeting many of our 


* ewyer friends at the Convention May 16th to 
s9— We will have a nice display of essential 

on New Jersey law books 

- as well as the usual useful souvenirs 


€ our booth your headquarters. If we can 


1 


© to — your visit to Atlantic City more 
t, just let us know. 





Lou Borchert 

cot John Danielson 

ah Harry Lockwood 
¢ Bill Tumulty 
Marsh Nelsen 


SONEY & SAGE CO. Representatives 








mittee may or may not have of 


On 


ficial approval of the associatio 


at large with the exception of 
the following: 

Comments to Rule 7:8-2(a), 
7:5-4 and 7:9-4 have 


been submitted to the 
tion at its Mid-Winter meeting 
and the recommendations of the 
committee in those respects have 
been approved by the associa- 
tion. 

In all other respects, we 
lieve that the findings of this 
committee may be of some help 
to the court in arriving at its 
ultimate conclusions and in th 
light respectfully submit our ac- 
tions. 

Herewith annexed are the var 
ious comments of the cor 
tee. 

Respectfully submitted 
Committee on Pract 
Procedure in the District 
& Municipal Courts New 
Jersey State Bar Assn. 
Sidney H. Kantrowitz, 
Chairman 

In the New Jersey Law Journal 
of February 28, 1957, on Page 6 
thereof, appears a report of the 
District Court Committee ap- 
pointed by the Supreme Court. 

The State Bar Committee en- 
dorses the conclusions and 
commendations in toto of that 
committee with one possible ex- 
ception to wit: 

Under the heading of “Neither 
approved nor disapproved” in 
the first paragraph thereof, the 
District Court Committee recom- 
mends further study with re- 
ference to the abolition of affi- 
davits and the same question | 
|has been considered by the Su- 
|preme Court Rules Committee 
|under Group B and specifically 
|referred to as Rule 4:10-4. The 
State Bar Committee recom- 
mends the adoption of the Su- 
|preme Court Rules Committee’s | 


iS 





-e and 


reé- 


| recommendation in this respect 


(or at least insofar as it effects 
the District Court). 


The State Bar Committee 
would like to take this oppor- 
tunity to, 


(a) Make favorable comment 
upon the action of the Judicial 
Conference District Court Com- 
mittee in its forthright attempt | 


| to meet problems regularly aris- | 
jing in District Court practice, | 














}and 


| The committee has met on a/ 





There has never been any doubt 
as to the court’s authority to 
regulate attorney’s fees and by 
the deletion of that portion of 
the proposed rule which deals 
with the regulation of attorney’s 
fees, it is felt that the power of 
| the court to regulate such fees is 
not in any way denied. The com- 
mittee, however, feels that by the 
inclusion of this language in the 
|lrule and in the application 
thereof by the judges that an 


. : ‘ attempt may be made to fix and 
Court Rules Committee's recom- regulate fees in each and every 


mendations and insofar as they | matter which comes before it 
effect the District Court the| : i : 

I s last suggested 
State Bar Committee specifically | mn proceeding 86 inst sug 


peligro ser |the committee feels, that this 
make the following comments. | would be a “Back door” enact- 
4:10-4. See remarks above. 


ment of the recently proposed 

4:30. We are in accord, and|amendment to Canon 13 (the 

urge its adoption. |fee regulatory rule) albeit the 

4:55. The committee disap-|PPlication would be limited to 
proves of the language of the | 


this class of cases only. 
proposed rule change and sug- While it is true that in the 
gest in its stead the following 


(b) To indicate our accord 
with the general excellent func- 
tioning of Rule 1:23-1 et seq. in- 
sofar as it has effected a more 
expeditious ma?imer in present- 
ing the problems of the particu- 
lar sections or from the view 
point of the bar generally as| 
compared to the practéce here- 
tofore. 


With reference to the Supreme 





early part of the rule it merely 
refers to the fact that “The 


— t shall h th er t 
“In any case involving an|COUZt § . _— ie . oe 
infant po ni gg the | 2PProve the fee*” and in this 


respect make the application of 
such approval purely discretion- 
ary, nevertheless in the disposi- 
tion of the proceeds of the re- 
covery, the guardian or person 
standing in loco parentis is re- 
quired to pay the “Approved 
expenses*” thereby inferring a 
mandatory obligation to exercise 
the approval in each case. 

We doubt seriously whether 
the payment of fees is the sub- 
ject matter of abuse, although 


court may direct the gross 
proceeds of the recovery to be 
paid over to the general guar- 
dian or when authorized by 
New Jersey Statute 3A:6-31 to 
the person standing in loco 
parentis to a minor, who shall 
pay the expenses incident to 
the litigation and attorney’s 
fee.” 

There has been deleted from 
the proposed rule, those sections 
which deal with the approval of 
the court of the attorney’s fee. 





"(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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“Knowledge”, said 
Samuel Johnson, “‘i 
of two kinds— 

we know a subject 

or we know where 

we can find out about it.” 





You were so right, 

Dr. Johnson! We, on 
our part, make full use 
ef both kinds. 


First, there’s the encyclopedic mass of things we 
KNOW about title insurance, acquired through 
the experience of seventy odd years. Then, there's 
the Vast wealth of recorded information where we 
KNOW we can find the missing links—the supple- 
mentary knowledge. 


Together, they result in a promptness and effi- 





4 ciency of service which we believe is one of the 
basic reasons why so many real estate attorneys 
r bring all their title assignments to TGaT. 
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(Continued from page 5) 


the ultimate disposition of the 
funds in favor of the infant may 
be so subjected and if it is the 
purpose of the rule, as the rea- 
son seems to indicate, or of the 
division of the amount between 
the infant and the parent, then 
the rule as amended as herein 
suggested would accomplish the 
purposes intended. 

7:7-7 & 7:7-8. 

The committee is strongly op- 
posed to these recommendations. 

If we can accept the reason | 
assigned being for the purpose | 
of expediting the disposition of 
cases only, we then submit only 
the record. 

The District Courts, particu- 
larly in the busy northern coun- 
ties, have an excellent record of 
disposition and it becomes al- 
anost inconceivable how greater 
expedition of disposition could 
be accomplished without mater- 


ially affecting the rights of liti- | 


gants and convenience of. both 
court and counsel. 

It must be noted that aside 
from the fact that this commit- 
tee has repeatedly sought for 
and requested additional time on 
“Not moved” cases that the 
language of the rule as proposed 
would be highly arbitrary. 

(a) The fixing of a date for 


trial is rarely if ever done by the | 
litigant, but in practice is fixed | 
by the Clerk’s office and does | 
not contemplate convenience or | 


ability of counsel, litigants and 
witnesses. 
(b) Since the District Court is 


engagement of counsel in the 
District Courts are generally 
subject to counsel’s engagements 
in the “Upper Courts”. 

(c) No such impeding rule ex- 
ists in any other court, where 
adjournments when based upon 
sound legal basis may be theo- 
retically granted indefinitely. 
|This is particularly pertinent 
|when it is noted that, as dis- 
|tinguished from the _ District 
|Court, counsel in the Upper 
Court has, within certain limita- 
| tions, the right of selecting a 
‘trial date. 

(d) We have failed to find, 
that where given the right to 
|exercise his discretion, a Dis- 
| trict Court Judge has been un- 
|able to properly exercise that 
discretion. 

(e) The existence of a “Not 
|moved” marking is a protection 
;behind which settlements and 
|adjustments may be given suf- 
ficient time within which to be 
|completed so as not to bar a liti- 
| gant’s rights. 

(f) It is suggested that an 
jadoption of this proposed 
| amendment would expedite the 
| disposition of cases (on the legal 
technicalities involved) but 
would not dispose of the causes 
of action or the rights of liti- 
|gants, unless otherwise barred 
by the Statute of Limitations. We 
suggest that more cases would 
be disposed of but that the same 
cases would be instituted more 
{than once. 

Because of these reasons, we 
| firmly move the abandonment ot of 
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ewark 1, New Jersey 
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a “So called Inferior Court” the | 


the recommendations. 


+ 7:21-4. 


We approve of this rule with 
one suggested addition and that 
is that the bond should run in 
favor of the county or to the 
Clerk of the county ‘For the use 
of such persons as may be law- 
fully entitled to such monies’, 
AND WHICH SUCH PERSONS 
AS MAY BE LAWFULLY EN- 
TITLED TO SUCH MONIES, 
MAY SUE IN THE NAME OF 
(THE OBLIGEE). 

The bond is presumably for 
the protection of litigants to 
whom monies in the hands of 
the court officer may be due and 
where the county or the District 
Court Clerk (in whose favor the 
bond may run) would refuse or 
neglect to sue upon said bond, 
it would subject the creditor toa 
possible additional litigation by 
way of a prerogative writ. 

Under Group C of the Supreme 
Court Rules Committee 
7:9-2. 

Claims based upon Writs of 
Attachment or Replevin should 
be removed from Rule 7:9-2 (a) 
(1). 

The present practice with re- 
spect to these last two classes of 
action is entirely unsatisfactory 
and has been discussed previ- 
ously. These classes of cases, 
when a default has occurred 
then proceed (at least to the 
entry of judgment) as in all 
other civil actions. This is evi- 
cenced by the first sentence of 
4:77-3 dealing with attachments 
and the last sentence of 4:78-1 
dealing with replevin. 

Presently a party is required 
to appear in open court with his 
witnesses to testify to facts 
vhich are no more nor less than 
what would be contained in the 
ordinary Affidavit of Proof and 
imposes the obligation upon 
such party, in whose favor a DE- 
FAULT has already been entered 
to expend the time and costs in 
appearing in court to adduce 
such testimony. It accomplishes 
nothing except the above point- 
ed out loss of time and expense. 

It should be noted that this 
does not in any way effect cap- 
ias ad respondendum “Or claims 
based directly or indirectly upon 
the sale of chattel, wherein a 
chattel has been repossessed 
peaceably or by legal process”. 
The later class presumes posses- 
sion and was placed in the rules 
for the purpose of preventing 
excessive money judgments in 
such cases. The entry of a judg- 
ment for possession is not con- 
templated in the quoted section 
of the rule and is further borne 
out by the language in one sec- 
ond paragraph of 7:9-2 ‘(B) 
which speaks of prc suits 
or claims contemplated by the 
quoted section. 

7:9-4. 

This committee endorses the 
adoption of the amendment to 
the rule. It can see no harm done 
to any of the litigants, but can 
see much advantage flowing 
therefrom. 

Many judgments 
in causes where judgments 
would have never been entered 
were it not for the present lim- 
itation of the four month rule. 


are entered 


Judgment creditors find that 
they must enter a judgment 
within this period or consider 


the case dismissed. If it is not 
desired to give the right to enter 
judgment ad infinitum certainly 
the period should be extended 
for several years subject to not- 
ice after the first four month 
period. Additional reference is 
made to the reasons assigned in 
the same proposed amendment 
as contained in this committee’s 
report to the State Bar Associa- 


tion in 78 New Jersey Law Jour- 
nal, Page 138 (April 28, 1955, 
Page 10). 

Additionally, the committee 


recommends that its successor 
committee should be broken up 
into its two component parts so 
that there should be a separate 
committee with respect to the 
Practice and Procedure in the 
District Courts from the Com- 





N.J 
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Delegates 


The Midyear Meeting of the 
House of Delegates of the Amer- 
ican Bar Association was held 
at the Edgewater Beach Hotel, 
in Chicago, Illinois, February 18 
and 19, 1957. 

New Jersey was represented 
at this meeting by Sylvester C. 
Smith, Jr., State Delegate; John 
H. Yauch, Jr., James D. Car- 
penter and Robert K. Bell, State 
Bar Delegates; and Nicholas 
Conover English, Essex County 
Bar Delegate. 

At this meeting the American 
Bar Association established pol- 
icy on a number of major issues. 

It approved a program of the 
American Citizenship Commit- 
tee to combat communism by 
having its meaning explained by 
lawyers in high school and col- 
lege lectures. The House endors- 
ed a model lecture entitled “The 
Meaning of Communism” which 
lecture was prepared by the 
Florida Bar Association. 

The recommendation of the 
Committee on Commerce was 
approved to oppose the passage 
of the Gore-Holofield bills in 
Congress to require the Federal 
Government to build and oper- 
ate nuclear power reactors for 
the generation of electric en- 
ergy in commercial quantities, 
in competition with private and 
municipally owned plants. 

The recommendation of the 
Committee on Jurisprudence 
and Law Reform was approved, 
favoring the amending of the 
United States Code to require 
that civil suits against corpora- 
tions be filed in the federal 
court district in which the cause 
of action arises or the plaintiff 
resides, if the defendant com- 
pany can be served there. The 
thought in back of this amend- 
ment is to cut down the number 
of suits filed in metropolitan 








mittee on Practice and Proced- 
ure in the Criminal Courts, since 
the problems of the two phases 
of the committee are not akin to 
each other and make a cumber- 
some, if not insurmountable, 
method of handling its work. 

Joseph C. Amberg 

Abraham P. Bab 

John V. Crowell 

Joseph J. Deluccia 

Joseph H. Enos 

Thomas J. Freda 

William Gallner 

Harry Heher, Jr. 

William Henig 

Carroll W. Hopkins 

Florence E. Josephson 

George W. King 

Alan Kraut 

Samuel Leventhal 

J. Francis Moroney 

Lawrence N. Park 

Louis Sherman 

Sidney S. Stark 

Edward G. Weiss, 

Ex-Officio 
Sidney H. Kantrowitz, 
Chairman 











to A.B.A. 


centers and thus reliey,. 
congestion. : 

The House voted to » 
the Conference of Comm: 
ers on Uniform State 1... 
draft a model public de 
act for the guidance of ¢} 
in passing legislation >»: . 
nature. 

One of the highlights ;:. 
meeting was an addres 




























































Dwight Murray, Pr ed | 
the American Medica] of tl 
tion, in which address } _D 
about four fields in me 








American Medical Asso... 
and the American Bar 
tion are cooperating 
















































gates were shown the {| de, a 
pared by the two associatip, ally cl 
“The Medical Witn Be Cor 
other fields in whict an 
associations are coops oe. 
the field of narcotics; ta 

























































couragement of adoption 58 
ter-professional codes 
adoption of the Jenk 
bill, which would provide « 
the self-employed may age: 
late tax exempt funds r 
ment benefit. 

The program for the x 
York-London Meeting wa 
nounced by President 
and the first details of th 
ious meetings to be held ir 
don were made public. Oz: 
the announcements of 
interest was that the A 
Bar Association will erer I 
summer the first pe ! 
memorial at Runnymede, 
of the signing of the ) 
Carta over seven centurie 
as a part of the 80th 
meeting in London. Thi 
orial of Portland stone 
an estimated $35,000 and ¥ 
dedicated July 28 in the pre 
of several thousand A 
and British lawyers. 

The following nominatior 
officers and members of 
Board of Governors for 
commencing at the adj 
of the 1957 Annual Meeting? 
reported as follows: 

President—Charles S. R: a 
Washington, D. C. ¥ 

Secretary—Joseph D. Caz: 
Media, Pennsylvania 

Treasurer—Harold H. Br 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Members of the Board 0/¢ 







































ernors: 
Willoughby A. Colby, Coz Rick 

New Hampshire—First Circ Will 
Whitney North Seymour ! Johz 

York City—Second Circuit Sidn 
Glen M. Coulter, Detroit Will 

igan—Sixth Circuit Geo! 
Franklin Riter, Salt L 


Utah—Tenth Circuit 
The next Annual Meetr: 
the American Bar 
will be held in New Yor: - 
July 14, 15 and 16, and in- 
don from July 24 to July 3.- 
DATED: April 9, 1957 
Robert K. Bell, for = 
New Jersey St 3 
Association Deleg2": 
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Conflict of Interests 


under date of November 23, 
. our Committee made its 
"annexed to which was 
wirted “Bill 1”, “An Act estab- 
ing standards of conduct for 
abel of the Legislature in 
ee »s of conflict between private 
d officia’. duties.” 


rerests an 


js Report and Bill were con- 
oreq at the Mid-Winter Mee%- 
“of the Association at Asbury 
; De ecember 14-15, 1956. At 
% ing the Chairman re- 
-steq permission to further 
-ider the draft of bill to meet 
objections that have been 
=. and the draft of bill as 
~~ changed and approved by 
C0 ommittee is enclosed here- 


ss meet 








ana 
ass 


Mid-Winter Meeting 
resaid, a resolution was in- 
uced and adopted, requesting 
Committee to prepare a bill 
prevent conflicts of interest 
een employees of the State 
cies thereof that might 
9 violations of public trust. 


your Committee has prepared 
d amrores the bill annexed 
sto. entitled “Bill 2”, “A Bill 
‘preserve independence of 
iement in the exercise of of- 
i] duties by employees of the 
se or agencies thereof; to pre- 
t the use of official position 
purposes of securing unwar- 
ed privileges or exemptions; 
prevent any course of conduct 
employees of the State or 
es thereof that might cause 
1 of public trust; and to 
e penalties for violation.” 


racse two bills were submitted 
jour Committee to the Legis- 
77 Committee for introduc- 
in the Legislature, and cop- 
hve been forwarded to Sen- 
x James F. Murvay, Jr. of Hud- 
County, Chairman of the 
‘lative Committee on Con- 
rof Interest. Neither Bill has 
yet been introduced in the 
‘slature. 
Your Committee feels that the 
zs assigned to it have been 
formed, and suggests that it 
discharged. 
Respectfully submitted, 
James D. Carpenter, 
Chairman 
Richard Amster 
Wiliam W. Evans 
John R. Kelly 
Sidney Kirschen 
William R. Morrison 
George B. Marshall 
Mark A. Sullivan 
hed: April 15, 1957. 
sd © 


mar tne 















Bill 1 


An Act establishing standards of 
conduct for members of the Leg- 
islature in cases of conflict bet- 
ween 


ial duties. 
WHEREAS, it is part of the 
public policy of this State that 


members of the Legislature shall 
not act for or on behalf of per- 
sons, firms or corporations hav- 
ing interests adverse to the in- 
terests of the State in any mat- 
ters involving the State of New 
Jersey, or disclose to anyone or 


use for personal benefit or ad- 
vantage confidential information 
gained by reason of official posi- 
tion, therefore 


BE IT ENACTED by the Senate 
and General Assembly of the 
State of New Jersey: 


1. No member of the Senate or 


General Assembly shall have an 
interest, either directly or indi- 
rectly, in any contract with the 
State, or any subdivision there- 


of, during his term of office or in 
any contract authorized by any 
law passed during the term for 
which he shall have been elect- 
ed or within two (2) years after 
the expiration thereof. For the 
purposes of this paragraph, own- 
ership of 2 (two) percent or less 
of the securities of any corpora- 
tion shall not be construed to 
constitute an interest. 


2. A member of the Legislature 
who has a personal or private in- 
terest in any measure or bill pro- 
posed or pending before the Leg- 
islature, 
the fact to the House of which| 
he is a member, and shall not! 
vote thereon. 


3. No member of the Legisla- | 


ture shall either directly or in- 
directly appear before any State 
Agency, Department, Division, 
Board, Commission, 
Bureau, Condemnation Commis- 
sion, 
the State of New Jersey by what- 
ever name designated, either with 


or 


|or without compensation, in re-| 
lation to any cause, proceeding, | 


application or other matter in- 
volving any award, license, con- 
tract, certificate, ruling, decision, 
opinion, rate schedule, franchise, 
claim or cther benefit. This sec- 
tion shall not be construed to 
apply to appearances before any 
court. 

4. No member of the Legisla- 
ture shall directly or indirectly | 
accept employment or engage in 
any business, professional or pol- | 
itical activity which will require| 
him to disclose confidential in-| 








| 


...Qur congratulations in 


private interests and offic- | 


or division, board, 
Authority, | 


other instrumentality of | é ee 
| whatever name designated 


| formation which he gained by 


| reason of his official position or 
authority as a member of the 
Legislature, or in any way use 
such confidential information to 
| further his personal interests, 
whether business, professional or 
political. 

| 5. Any person convicted of vio- 
lating this statute shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor and in addi- 
tion to the punishment prescrib- 


ed for such offense shall be for- 
ever disqualified from holding 
any office or position of honor, 


trust or profit under this State. 


OBJECTS: The pur of 
this Bill is to define what con- 
stitutes conflicts of interest 
and punish violations. It was 
prepared by a special commit- 
tee of the New Jersey State Bar 
Association and approved at 


pose 


the Mid-Winter Meeting of the 
Association held in Asbury 
Park, N.J. December 14-15, 


1956, with only one dissenti 
vote. 


Bill 2 

A Bill to preserve independence 
of judgment in the exercise of 
official duties by employees of the 
State or agencies thereof; to pre- 
vent the use of official position 
for purposes of securing war- 
ranted privileges or exempti 
to prevent any course of conduct 
by employees of the State or 
agencies thereof that might cause 
violation of public trust; an 
provide penalties for violation. 

BE IT ENACTED by the Senate 
and General Assembly the 
State of New Jersey: 


Section 1. Business or profes- 








shall publicly disclose | Sional activities by State officers 


and employees, legislative em- 
ployees, and officers of political 


| parties. 


Definitions: (a) As used in this 
section, the term “state agency’ 
| Shall mean any state department, 
commission, 
or bureau of any state depart- 
ment, or similar instrumentality 
of the State of New Jersey by 
now 
in existence or hereinafter to be 
created. 


(b) The term “compensation” 
shall mean any money, thing of 
value, or financial benefit, to be 


or 


conferred or promised, during 


after service with any “state 
agency”, or membership in the 
Legislature, in return for ser- 


vices rendered or to be rendered. 
(c) The term “legislative em- 


| ployee” shall mean any Officer or 


employee of the Legislature but 
shall not include members of the 
Legislature. 

Section 2. No officer or em- 
ployee of a state agency, 2gis- 
|lative employee, shall caien or 
enter into, any *agreement, ex- 


| press or implied, directly or in- 


| services to be rendered in 


for 
rela- 
tion to any case, proceeding, ap- 


directly, for compensation 


| plication, or other matter before 


| 


any state agency. 


Section 3. No officer or em- 


| ployee of a state agency, or legis- 


lative employee, shall, except as 
a representative of the State or 
agency, make an appearance be- 
fore any state agency, with or 


| without compensation or prom- 


honor of the 1957 Annual 
Meeting of the State Bar 


Association. 





PUBLIC(@)SERVICE 















ss or 
in 


ise of compensation, expre 
implied, directly or indirectly, 


|relation to any case, proceeding, 


application, or other matter with 
respect to any license, contract, 
certificate, ruling, decision, opin- 
ion, rate schedule, franchise, or 
other benefit, or in any way at- 
tempt to influence the outcome 
of any of the above listed pro- 
ceedings. 

Section 4. No officer 
ployee of a state agency, o 
lative employee, nor firm or as- 
sociation of which such person 
is a member, nor corporation, 
five (5) percentum or more of the 
stock of which is owned or con- 
trolled, directly or indirectly by 
such person, or position of officer 
or director of which is held by 
such person, shall sell any goods 
or services having an aggregate 
value in excess of twenty-five 


or 


em- 


r legis- 





| dollars ($25.00) per annum to any 


| disclose confidential information 
state agency, unless pursuant to | which he gained by reason of his 
an award or contract let after | official position or employment, 
public notice and competitive |or in any way use such confiden- 


bidding. |tial information to further his 
a personal interests, whether busi- 
*N.J.S.A. 2A:135-S\hgs_ similar provisions, | Ness, professional, or political. 


t applying only to 
Offi 


rétholders, 


Municipal 
and Boards of Education. | 


ers, Section 8. No officer or em- 
raat pone | ployee of a state agency, or legis- 

Section 5. No person who has | jative employee, nor firm or as- 
served as an officer or,employee | sociation of which such person is 
of a state agency shall, within a|, member, nor corporation of 
period of two (2) years after the | which such person is an officer 
termination of such service or} oy director, or of which five (5) 
employment appear before such | percentum or more of the stock 
state agency or receive compen- | js owned or controlled directly or 
sation for any services rendered, 


: . indirectly by said person, shall 
to include any and all lobbying, | se}) goods or services having an 
or public relations activities, on 


2 aggregate value in excess of 
behalf of any person, firm, cor- | twenty-five dollars ($25.00) per 
poration, or association in rela-| annum to any person, firm, cor- 
tion to any case, proceeding, or 


: : : : poration or association which is 
application with respect to which | annually licensed to do business 
such person was directly or in- 


2 Y or is regulated by any state agen- 
directly concerned during the 


period of his service or employ- ~ ; 

ment; provided, however, that Section 9. Any person who shall 
nothing herein contained shall ViOlate any of the provisions of 
prohibit any state agency from | this Act shall be guilty of a mis- 
adopting rules concerning prac- | demeanor and be punished as 
tice before it by former officers SUCH. 

or employees more restrictive OBJECTS: The purpose of this 
than the requirements of this Bill is to define conflict of inter- 
subdivision. est on the part of officers and 
employees of State agencies, Leg- 
islative employees, and officials 
of political parties and to pun- 
ish violations. This Bill was pre- 
prepared by a special committee 
of the New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation. 


Section 6. No officer or de facto 
officer of any political party, 
while serving as such, shall be 
eligible to serve as a judge of 
any court of record, attorney 
general, assistant attorney gen- 
eral, prosecutor, or assistant 
prosecutor. As used in this sub- 
division, the term “party officer” 
shall mean a member of a na- 
tional committee, officer or mem- 
ber of a state committee, or any | 
comparable positions bearing 
different names or designations, 
or a county chairman of any| 
political party. 
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Section 7. No officer or em-!| 
’| ployee of a state agency or legis- 
lative employee shall accept em- 
ployment or engage in any busi- 
ness, professional or political ac- |} 
tivity which will require him to 























A Man's Partner 





Can Be His Downfall 


lawyer, you know that many partnerships go out of 


eeeeee 


As a 


business when one of the partners dies. 


For a better understanding of some of the problems of 
Prudential has brought out an informative 
booklet entitled “Your Partner Can Be Your Downfall”. 


It describes in detail the risks a man runs when he fails to 


partnerships, 


protect his business against loss by death of his partner. 
We believe it is must reading for all key men, partners and 


closed corporation stockholders. 


You can protect your clients’ interests by having them read 
“Your Partner Can Be Your Downfall”. The booklet will show 
them how a Prudential Representative can help protect their 
business. Just clip the coupon below and we'll send you 


a free copy. 


THE PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA 
BOX 36 


NEWARK 1, NEW JERSEY 


Please send a copy of your booklet, “Your Partner Con Be Your 


Downfall’, to me at this address: 


NAME 
ADDRESS 


CITY AND STATE 


The Prudential 


INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA 


a mutual insurance company 
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STATE BAR COMMITTEE REPORTS 





‘that they may become more | 


‘efamiliar and better enabled to 


Integration |confidence in the principle of pass judgment on so important 


Recommendations = 


mailed by the association to all 
members of the Bar of New Jer- 


recipient to state whether or not 
he favors integration of the Bar 
in New Jersey and that a self- 
addressed postal card be enclos- 
ed for that purpose; that if 
more than one-half of the an- 
swers are in favor of integration, | 
a petition to integrate the Bar 
of New Jersey shall be filed with 
the Supreme Court of New Jer- 
sey and proceeded with under 
such conditions and directions 


continued and that it be given | 


power and authority to appear | Louis Auerbacher, 
before Bar associations and al-| Francis E. Bright, 
lied groups for the purpose of | Jack J. Camillo, 
furnishing information regard- | Kenneth J. Dawes, 
ing its report or the subject | Orlando H. Dey, 
W. Russel Epler, 


matter thereof. 


| rule 
The chairman of the special | asserts 
committee on integration of the | whole in the State of New Jersey 
Bar recommends the following is made up of men who have a 
resolutions: |high standard of ethics in the- 


Resolved that the report of the | °TY and in practice, and that in- 
above special committee dated | tegration of the bar will bring 
April 3, 1957 be received and| bout a solidarity of the pro- 
filed; that a copy thereof be fession, an appreciation of its 

|standards and ideals and will 

| promote justice in the progress 

sey, with a letter requesting the of jurisprudence in the State of 

|New Jersey, and that by reason 

association ap- 

|proves the integration of the 
Bar in New Jersey. 


| thereof, 


The committee on integration 
of the New Jersey State Bar As- 
/sociation was created by virtue 
|of a resolution adopted at the 
annual meeting of the Associa- 
| tion held in May, 1956. President 
Trustees of the Association; that | Persons to the committee: 
the above special committee be | Milton M. Unger, Chairman, 
|Edward R. Alexander, 


sey State 


RESOLVED, that the New Jer- | John W. Fritz, 


Bar Association re- 


| Alvin E. Granite, 


affirms its faith in the principle | Harry Green, 


upon which it was founded, 
namely, to maintain the honor 
and dignity of the profession of 
the law; to cultivate social rela- 
tions among its members; to 


Martin L. Haines, 

| David M. Klausner, 
|Robert A. McKinley, 

| Thomas H. Munyan, 

Peter S. Rotolo, 

|C. Wallace Vail, Ex-Officio. 





suggest and urge reforms in the 


law and to aid wee the adminis- It has not been possible to ob- 
tration of justice; that in fur- +a) na unanimous decision from 
therance of these objects, it fav-|tne members of the committee 
ors the all inclusive State Bar| ;ooarding the establishment of | 
Association, to which all admit- ‘integration of the Bar in New 
ted = the Bar shall be eligible | Jersey. This situation appar- 
by reason alone of their admis- ‘ently exists because many of the | 
members feel that the subject | 

It reaffirms its faith in fellow- | should be first presented to all 
ship and fraternity as a means|the lawyers in the State, or to| 
of bringing the Bar to higher | those who are members of the | ~ 
efficiency in the performance of |State and various county and . 
its public duties. It reaffirms its! local bar associations in order 


sion to the Bar. 
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Our TRUST OFFICERS— 
will always welcome the opportunity of 
cooperating with attorneys in planning 
and administering trusts and estates. 


The First National Bank 
OF JERSEY CITY 
ONE EXCHANGE PLACE, JERSEY CITY 3, N. J. 


Member Federa! Deposit Insurance Corporation 











| 
Who Brings Us 


Trust Business? 


LAWYERS more than anyone 
else, and we appreciate it! 


TRUST DEPARTMENT Test 
MAIN OFFICE 0-8 Comm 
35 JOURNAL SQUARE f. 
PHONE 
Oldfield 3-4100 





The f 
of 


12 OFFICES SERVING HUDSON COUNTY 
WITH ONE-STOP BANKING SERVICE 
JERSEY CITY - HOBOKEN 
WEST NEW YORK - WEEHAWKEN - UNION CITY - SECAUCUS 


Member Federal Reserve System - Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 


We cooperate closely with attor- 
neys who must draw wills to insure 


their legality. 







democratic a matter. With this preliminary 
It | observation, your chairman has 
a prepared the following state- 


ment which is to be regarded as 
his personal views as a member 
of the committee. It does not 
purport to state the attitude of 
the other members of the com- 
mittee. However, your chairman 
has invited the other members 
of the committee to express their 
own views regarding the sub- 
ject and the sentiments of those 
who have responded to the in- 
vitation appear at the end of the 
report. 

WHAT IS INTEGRATION? 

It is an Official organization 
of all of the members of the bar 
in the state, which recognizes 
the lawyer as an essential part 
of judicial organization. This or- 
ganization is set up by an act of 
the Legislature in some states, 
but in New Jersey it is clear that 
it must be established by rule of 
the Supreme Court, which has 
inherent power to regulate the 
practice of the law. When so set 
up, it creates a self-governing 
bar, governed by those appoint- 
ed or elected to administer it 
and so selected by the members 
of the bar themselves. 

HISTORY OF INTEGRATION 
IN NEW JERSEY 

In 1937, integration of the bar 
was sought by this association 
in the form of a petition pre- 
sented to the then Supreme 
|Court of New Jersey. The gist of 


the application, as contained in | 


a Brief filed with the Court by 
ithe association, signed by every 
|officer and director of the asso- 
|ciation at that time was this— 
that the ‘Court exercise its pow- 
er to regulate and control the 
| Bar so as to bring to its aid for 
| better service to our people, by 
| the Judicial department, the bar 
of the state as a collective ent- 
|ity; that the power, experience | 
|and effort of the whole Bar may 
be made available for the ad- 
ancement of the administra- 
|tion of justice according to law, 
for the improvement of the ser- 
vice rendered the public by the 
/Bench and Bar and for the ad- 
vancement of the honor and 
dignity of the legal profession 
and encouragement of cordial 
intercourse among the members 
thereof.” 

The application was presented 
to and argued before the entire 
Supreme Court. It was opposed 
by three county and two local 
bar associations. 

The petition was denied on 
January 19, 1939, upon the 
ground that a substantial min- 
ority opposed integration and 
that no action should be taken 
by the court unless it was more 
widely approved by the legal 
profession. Since that time no 
effort has been made by any bar 
association to revive the subject 
in New Jersey although from 
time to time various members 
of this association, including 
|some of those who opposed it 
twenty years ago, have spoken in 
favor of it. In fact, the resolu- 
tion creating this committee 
emanated from such sources. 

In his argument before the 
Supreme Court in support of the 
integration petition, your chair- 
man used these words: 

“The principle which is be- 
hind integration is that the 
performance of the functions 
of the bar shall be by every 
lawyer who shall have a voice 
in the government thereof. It 
rests upon the proposition that 
you can trust the majority of 


cratic principle of self gov- 
ernment. 


association. Probably the law- 
yers here have failed to ident- 


iations because they are not 
aware that anything can be 





accomplished thereby. Per- 








haps most of the lawyers do | and editor of its Journal a;;., 
not join a bar association be-|from articles in the Feb... 
cause they have never con-| 1956 issue of the Journa) 
sidered it or no one has cared|on addresses delivered p 
enough about them to ask before various bar ASSOCig: 
them to think it over. in New England. These fy, 
“Then there is the mistaken | arguments so logical ay, 
idea that those lawyers who | powerful as to make unnere 
do not belong to bar associa- | anything additional which 
tions are not as worthy as prove merely repetitious, ]-; 
those who do. It would seem | subject, “Integration of tp 
to be indisputable that when a |—You Can’t Lose’, Mr. w 
person has been admitted to said in part, referring + 
practice law, there should be | legal profession and on th 
no question about his qualifi- | ject of integration: 
cations, professionally and “ : res 
ethically, fitting him for mem- ee 
bership in any bar association. | <4 Only persons admitted 
who al apbose: integration |PO? ay practice law. Th 
Bt no twilight zone here. Op 
upon the ground that thereby fessional standards we he 
all forms of bar organization fairly well Canons of pm 
are to be abolished. Now this peon adopted by the 
is not so. The voluntary form Bar Association and most - 
of organization may continue | +,+¢ bar associations. but. 
and will be just as strong as/i; considerable variation 
its leadership and its member- | +).. states in the extent to o 
ship. It may have its influence, they actually govern inn aaa 
its prestige, its organization ¢¢ lawyers or are wiereis « 
and it may be in complete ory. Organizationally we az: 
harmony with the State Bar. about the same positior. a 
There must be no misunder- : SePpcmag sl 
é American Bar Association 
standing about the purpose of bers only about a quarte 
the integrated bar. It is not to | nation’s lawyers in its m 
enter into rivalry or competi- ship. In a See ahuben the 
tion with the other associa- |}, association takes in ort 
tions. The value of the volun- | minority of the bar of pois 
tary association is that it| 1, apouta thind of the stats 
brings into an organization all| +4te association has a m 
members who will join and by ° pccthige 
the very fact of their organ- 
ization they are bound to the 
obligations of the profession.” 
What was said then, is true forty-eight, there is ar 
today. statewide organization of ; 
HISTORY OF INTEGRATION |members of the bar, know, 
IN OTHER STATES the integrated bar. 
Your chairman has been spar- “It is an interesting and cz 
ed the research and exhaustive | jenging fact that the eff 
work which would be required ness of these various ; 
in order to adequately prepare | associations runs prett 
this part of the report by resort- | ally in proportion to the er 
ing to the remarks of Glenn R. | to which their membership 75 
Winters, Secretary-Treasurer of | __ ; 
the American Judicature Society! (Continued on page 9, col: 







































































































































































ranging from just over ha! 
more than ninety per cent, ; 
the rest of the states, co 
twenty-four, or just half 
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| the bar and upon the demo- | 


| “In New Jersey at the pres- 
| ent time about one-third of | 
the lawyers belong to any bar | 


ify themselves with bar assoc- | 















THANK YOU! i fist ¢ 


. . . for the opportunity of serving you and your clients 


during the past year. 


Much of the success of our Trust Department can 





be attributed to our friendly relations with the members 
of the bar. be way. 


It is our policy to co-operate fully with lawyers in judicia 


all trust and estate matters. 





COMMERCIAL TRUST CO. 


OF NEW JERSEY 


Member Federal Reserve System and Federal Deposit Insurance Corpore’™ 
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L 
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COMPLETE COOPERATION WITH THE BAR 


It is our policy when acting in a fiduciary capacity | 
retain the services of the attorney who drew the will of 
the decedent. Having had many years experience we are | 
prepared and qualified to cooperate closely and continu 
ously with attorneys in the drawing and revision of wills 
in which we are named executor and trustee. 


Our complete coverage of trust, estate and estate plan- 
ning services and publications are available for use bY 
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Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corp. 
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Continued from page 8) 











mts the whole bar of the 
with some exceptions in 










x. : : 
E group, the associations 
and g a minority of the state 





- 


enrolled aS Members are the 


pr e. 





carrying on a minimum 
with inadequate staff 
ances; those that have 
lied into membership a ma- 
nf the lawyers of the state 
broader and better-man- 
rogram; while the best 
undoubtedly being done 
grated state bars. 















p 






1: was this phenomenon that 
; Herbert Harley, the founder 
4 first secretary of the Amer- 
-n Judicature Society to open 
ne campaign for bar integration 


this country some forty-odd 
What 





Mr. Harley 


ars ago. 







read adoption of a number of 
Q administration reform 
mm = s that the American 
“3 aicature Society had been or- 
to promote — better or- 








a of courts, better 
a of selecting judges, 
judicial procedure, 





o forth. But no national or- 
ion ever can go into the 
stes and carry the ball for 
hal adoption of judicial reform 
any other constitutional or 
tiv measures. Neither 
s nor legislators will take 
to somebody from New 
r Chicago coming in and 
them what to do. Local 
cts have to be locally spon- 
and promoted. And back 
y-two years ago, the 
the judicial reform 
found themselves 
g by the lack in state 
ate of a bar association 
could take their program 
around and sell it to 





. 
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when Mr. Harley visit- 
ity of Toronto at the in- 
ation of Justice, later Chief 
ustice Riddell of the Supreme 
out of Ontario, that he had 
rst glimpse of an integrated 
fr in action. The Canadians, 
¢ us, brought most of their 
and legal institutions over 
land, where for cen- 
ie bar has been integrat- 
r the authority and gov- 
of the 


no 











Inns of Court. 
y was impressed with 
it operated and the 
ll have given there 
reforms badly need- 
is country, and he 
k convinced that bar 
tion was what we needed 








get the judicial reform pro- 
4m In motion. But he also saw 


possibilities in it for the benefit 
of the lawyers themselves, and 
in his historic address before 
the Lancaster County Bar Asso- 
ciation in Lincoln, Nebraska, on 
December 28, 1914, he urged the 
lawyers to integrate, to help 
themselves to do better in their 
profession, and also to improve 
the administration of justice 
and better serve the public. 
“A year or two later a model 
bar act was published by the 
Society, and in 1921, after seven 
years of promotion, North Da- 
kota became the first state to 
have an integrated bar. Others 
followed along during the next 
three decades, and in 1949 Flor- 
ida came the twenty-fourth 
of the forty-eight states to inte- 
bar. The Pacific Coast 
states, California, Oregon and 
Washington have it. Among the 
Mountain states, Idaho, Wyo- 
ming, Nevada, Utah, Arizona and 
New Mexico, all but Montana and 
Colorado, have it. In the Great 
Plains, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Oklahoma and 
Texas have it; only Kansas does 
not. Integrated states in the 
South are Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Alabama and Florida; in the 
Central States, Missouri, Ken- 
tucky and Michigan; and in the 
East North Carolina, West Vir- 
ginia and Virginia. There has 
been genuine interest and much 
discussion of it in a half-dozen 
states of this area, as well as in 
many of the unintegrated states 
in other parts of the country, 
and there will be additions to 
this list from time to time in the 
future as in the past. 
* 


be 


grate its 


* = 


“An integrated bar is an offic- 
ial organization of all the mem- 
bers of the bar of a state or 
other jurisdiction. The two key 
words in that definition are ‘all’ 
and ‘official’. It is not an inte- 
grated bar if the organization 
includes less than all members 
of the bar, because in that event 
it is an organization of only a 
portion of the bar. But an unin- 
tegrated association cannot 
make itself integrated merely 


Bar integration recognizes 
the status of the lawyer as an 
essential part of the judicial 
machine, and sets up by govern- 
mental authority an official or- 
ganization of these officers of 
the courts. In some states this 
has been done by act of the leg- 


islature under the police power; 
in others it has been accom- 
plished by rule of court under 
the court’s inherent power to 
regulate and control the prac- 
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tice of law; and in a third group 
of states it has been by a com- 
bination of both, with the leg- 
islature passing a short act cre- 
ating the organization or direct- 
ing the court to do so, and leav- 
ing it to the court to fill in the 
details of the structure and gov- 
ernment by rule of court. Either 
way, it is something more than 
the mere mutual banding to- 
gether of a group of people hav- 
ing a common interest, it is of- 
ficial. 

“If, as is true of a great many 
voluntary organizations the 
work of the bar were trivial in 
nature, it would not greatly mat- 
ter how it was done. But these 


tasks are so important, an d the 
stakes are so high, that we can- 
not afford to do less than our 
best. Everything in and about 
the bar association, not only the 
form of organization but also 
the physical plant, the equip- 


ment, the staff and the program 
of activities, should be carefully 
geared to the maximum achieve- 
ment of these purposes. And if 


one form of organization is 
found to be a distinctly superior 
vehicle for the attainment of 


these ends, then may we not say 
at least that serious and sober 
consideration should be given to 
adopting it? 

What are the advantage 
the integrated bar over the un- 
integrated bar association? The 
first, I suggest, is its official 
status. As an organized 
the judicial branch of the gov- 
ernment, it enjoys a relationshi 
with and an influence on 
agencies of government th 
ordinary bar association 
never have. Five years ago 
ernor G. Mennen Williams 
Michigan was reelected by 
hairline majority. There was a 
demand for a recount of the 
ballots, and political feeling was 
running high. How could the 
fairness of the recount be as- 
sured? It was easy. The 
Bar of Michigan was asked 
supervise it, and the b was 
done in a way that brought 
praise from all parties to 
controversy. Later when there 
was another state-wide election 
contest, the State Bar was again 
asked to do the same job. If the 
State Bar had not been a recog 
nized official arm of the 
department of the government 
but instead a private and vol- 
untary organization of some of 
the lawyers of the state, it is 
unlikely that it would have be 
called upon for that service. T 
official status of the state ba 
also lends weight to its legisla- 
tive program, and helps it 
dealings with all other 
izations and agencies in ant 
of the government. 


= 
Co 


otr 
at tne 
can 
Gov- 
of 


er 


a 


0 





“The second advantage of the 
integrated bar is the fact that 
it is all-inclusive. Its official sta- 
tus is possible only because the 
state bar includes all of the law- 
yers of the state. If it included 
any less it would not be ‘the 


bar’, but only some of the bar. 
The fact that the integrated 
bar includes all has a beneficial 
effect upon everything it does. 
This, too, is important to the 
bar’s legislative program. Law- 
yers are both voters and opinion 
leaders, and when the state bar 
speaks for all of them its voice 
is hard for any elected official to 
ignore. The inclusive bar is all- 
important to the bar’s ethics and 
disciplinary program. 
* * . 


“Integration is important to 
the disciplinary program of the 
bar for the further reason that 
if it has all lawyers within its 
ranks and it has an Official 
status it can be given the power 
of self-government. This does 
not mean that lawyers will be 
disbarring each other. Ultimate 
authority for professional disci- 
pline resides in the highest court 
in every state, but it is good for 
the members of the bar to know 
that under supreme court super- 
vision the policing of their ranks 
rests in their own hands. Self 
|government is the American 


way. 
most effective and most satis- 


The smoothest working,/ren in their professional organ- 


ization, and any person who is 


factory bar disciplinary systems | not worthy of being so associat- 


in operation today are to be 
found in integrated states. 


}ed is not worthy of being per- 
| mitted to practice law. The place 


“All the rest of the activities of |for the lower-level practitioner 


the bar get a beest from inte- 
gration through its unanimity 


of membership. This is hard to | 


understand unless you can bring 


yourself to accept the well-es- | 
tablished fact that not all of | 


the people who stay out of the 
unintegrated association become 
inert members of the integrated 
bar. Some do, of course, just as 
some of the members of any 
association pay their dues and 
then let George do the work, but 
many of them do come out to 
meetings and do take part. In 
state after state, integration has 
been followed by a tremendous 
increase in annual meeting at- 
tendance, and it has remained 
on a permanently higher level, 
symbolizing greater participa- 
tion at all levels. This is perhaps 
the greatest single benefit from 
integration of the bar. 

“There are those of course, who 
would not even look upon this 
increased participation as a good 
thing. They feel that there are 
lawyers who would be no credit 
to the orgnaization, and whose 
participation would not even be 
wanted. They think the associa- 
tion not only should not seek to 
enroll such persons but should 
affirmatively exclude them. This 
it the traditional attitude of the 
organized bar, dating from the 
so-called Saratoga days of the 
American Bar Association, but I 
am very glad to be able to say 
that it is passing out of the pic- 
ture. A bar with all lawyers en- 
rolled is integrated, a bar asso- 
ciation open to all is unintegrat- 
ed, but a bar in which some are 
actually excluded from the or- 
ganization is disintegrated. The 
day will soon come when it will 
be everywhere conceded that any 
lawyer worthy of being permit- 
ted to offer his services to the 
public is worthy of being associ- 
ated with his professional breth- 


jis not outside the gates in ex- 
|communication from his holier- 
than-thou brethren, but safely 
|in the organization, subject to 
its rules, and either abiding by 
its minimum standards or de- 
prived of his right to practice 
law. If he is not good enough for 
the other lawyers, then he is 
not good enough for his clients, 
either. 

“The third great advantage of 
the integrated over the unin- 
tegrated bar organization re- 
lates to finances. It is customary 
and proper in a discussion of bar 
integration to touch upon this 
matter at some point, and I 
mention it here, without apol- 
ogy, for it is important, but also 
without emphasis, because it can 
very easily be overemphasized. 
Let us just say this—once bar 
integration has been accepted 
and put into operation for other 
good and sufficient reasons, one 
of the benefits that will flow 
from it is more funds for state 
bar activities than the uninte- 
grated association had, especial- 
ly if that association was one of 
those with minority membership. 
But there are other reasons for 
integration without going into 
money matters, and I am sure 
that everybody will feel better 
about it if the discussion dwells 
on these other considerations 
and stays as clear as possible of 
the loaves and fishes. 


“A fourth advantage of inte- 
gration has to do with member- 
ship solicitation. In college I 
learned a few medical terms 
from a medical student room- 
mate. One was metabolism, the 
conversion of food into energy. 
Basal metabolism is that mini- 
mum necessary to keep the or- 
ganism alive; the rest is used 
to carry on the activities of life 


(Continued on page 10, col. 1) 
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(Continued from page 9) 


The basal metabolism rate 
should be low, for the more en- 
ergy you spend on just keeping 
alive, the less is left to do your 
work. Maintenance of member- 
ship comes under basal metab- 
olism for an organization. Un- 
integrated associations have 
their choice of limping along 
with a pitifully small member- 
ship or else devoting a great 


deal of blood, sweat and tears | 


into a more or less continuous 
membership campaign. This is 
costly and time-consuming. The 
bar association that does not 
have to carry on a membership 
campaign is in just that much 
better position to devote all of 
its energies to constructive work 
in the furtherance of the aims 
and objectives that are its real 
reason for existence. 

“There are other things to be 
said in support of the proposi- 
tion that the integrated bar is a 
more efficient means for the 
accomplishment of the purposes 
of the organized bar, but I can’t 
hope to cover every point here 


today, and I want to take a few | 
moments to talk about some of | 


the objections that have been 
raised against the integrated 
bar. * * * * The first one has 
been a serious obstacle to quite 
a number of serious and high- 
minded lawyers who would be 
willing to work and vote for in- 
tegration in a minute 
for this one thing. I refer to 


what they have heard spoken of | 


as coercion and regimentation. 
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{I hope the day will never come 
when Americans will cease to 
cherish liberty and abhor regi- 
mentation. These lawyers have 
been told that integration of 
the bar means compelling every 
lawyer in the state to join the 
|bar association whether he 
wants to or not, and they don‘t 
like the sound of that. 

“Well, may I say that if inte- 
gration of the bar really meant 
compelling a lawyer or anybody 
else to join something he didn’t 
want to join, I would get down 
from this platform right now 
and never say another word in 
behalf of integration. But it 
|does not. It does not ask any 
lawyer to join anything at all. 
Every lawyer joined the bar of 
his state—of his own free will— 
when he was admitted to the 
|bar, and that is all he has to 
belong to. * * * * A lawyer isa 
member of the bar, and a mem- 
ber of the bar is a lawyer. The 
two terms are synonymous, and 
|are used interchangeably. It is 
only that already existing and 
well-defined group with which 
integration is concerned, and all 
integration does is give that 
presently unorganized group the 
constitution, by-laws, officers 
and committees without which 
any group of people is helpless 
to express itself or take action 
of any kind except in such ele- 
mentary ways as by applause 
and booing when its members 
are all assembled in one place. 


| “Prebably not many would 
|make an issue of having their 
|names listed on a membership 
|roll if that were all there were 
ito it, but no organization can 
ido much of anything without 
|}some money in its treasury, and 
|it is when they get their bill for 
|a few dollars annual dues that 
/some lawyers cry coercion. Well, 
there are a lot of things I have 
'to do that I’d rather not, and I 
|could call them coercion if I 
chose, but I know that they are 
a part of living in a civilized 
society and actually I would not 
want to be relieved from the 
compulsion to do them if I would 
have to give up the benefits that 
|come from them. I had to pass 
;}an examination and pay a small 
fee in order to get a license to 
operate a motor vehicle * *. It 
amounted to coercion, unless I 
|had been willing to get along 
|without driving a car, but with- 
|out such a requirement compuls- 
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ory on everybody I would never 
daré venture out in the street 
‘With my car anyway, and actu- 
ally I got a very big money’s 
worth for that small license fee. 

“The regulation of the practice 
of law is at least as important 
to the people of a state as the 
regulation of motor vehicles. The 
right to practice law, like the 
right to drive, is really a privi- 
lege, which court after court has 
declared may be burdened with 
reasonable conditions and court 
after court has said that the 
imposition of a small annual fee 
for the support of the organiza- 
tion is an eminently reasonable 
condition to be attached to that 
privilege. The lawyer who pays 
it gets a bigger bargain for it 
than the motorist gets for his 
driver’s license fee. 

“Some lawyers have. asked, 
‘What good will it do to drag 
unwilling holdouts into the as- 
sociation anyway?’ Remember- 
ing that we are not dragging 
them into anything when we 
integrate the bar and that the 
only thing integration asks them 
to belong to is something they 
have already joined of their own 
free will, let us note that it is a 
fallacy to take it for granted 
that anybody who is unwilling 
to join the unintegrated state 
bar association would ipso facto 
be unwilling to belong to an 
integrated bar. Wherever a poll 
of all members of the bar has 
been taken, there have been 
those who were not members of 
the existing state association 
who voted for integration, and 
in Wisconsin, Missouri and West 
Virginia, at least their number 
was substantial. I cannot say 
what was in their minds, but it 
is just possible that they thought 
their time and money would be 
better invested in a well-staffed, 
well-equipped and well-financed 
integrated bar with a broad and 
active program than in the less 
effective voluntary association. 
I know — it would have been 
more effective if they had been 
in it, but go tell them that. All 
I Know is, they favored integra- 
tion and they must have had a 
reason. Their counterpart is to 
be found in every state. 


“Another thing that may have 


been in their minds is the 
thought that the unintegrated 
bar association, with member- 


ship on a voluntary and selec- 
tive basis, is only a ‘clique’ any- 
way, which a few well-favored 
lawyers operate for their own 
amusement and self-aggrandize- 
ment, and that they would pre- 
fer a broad and democratic or- 
ganization in which every law- 
yer is impartially guaranteed an 
equal voice and vote. You and I 
well know that that is not a fair 
appraisal of any bar association, 
and that by and large, through- 
out the organized bar, whatever 
the form of organization, the 
burden of responsibility, work 
and leadership is borne year 
after year by a comparatively 
few lawyers actuated by a high- 
minded sense of duty and pro- 
fessional responsibility, and 
without thought or hope of re- 
ward of any kind. Their number 
is always small, and additions 
to their number, of persons sim- 
ilarly minded, are always wel- 
comed with open arms. There is 
no reason to suppose that hu- 
man nature is any different in 
the twenty-four unintegrated 
States than it is in the twenty- 
four integrated states, where the 
same type of leadership remain- 
ed in control after integration 
as before. The ‘clique’ argument 
is inapplicable and unfair alike 
to the unintegrated and to the 
integrated bar organizations. 


“Of course in every state there 
are a few rugged individualists 
opposed to everything who 
would vote against the Ten Com- 
mandments if they had the 
chance. These people have tried 
to get the legislature to repeal 
the bar act now and then and 
they have battled the dues ques- 


|tion through the courts to the 


bitter end, but something like 
ninety-nine percent of the op- 
position to integration has dis- 
appeared within a year or two 
in all of the twenty-four inte- 
grated states. I well remember 
the debate that raged in Florida 
for years prior to integration in 
1949. A certain very good friend 
of mine was one of the most out- 
spoken opponents of it. A year or 
two ago I happened to pick up a 
copy of the Florida Law Journal, 
and there was an article en- 
titled “The Florida Bar Comes 
of Age.” It was a bit of well- 
warranted bragging about the 
really tremendous accomplish- 
ments of that bar during the 
past few years accomplish- 
ments that won for it the Amer- 
ican Bar Association award of 
merit. Guess who wrote that 
article! You’re right. He did. 
The same thing has happened 
wherever integration has been 
adopted. Indeed, I have actually 
seen this offered with a straight 
face as an argument against in- 
tegration. ‘Be very cautious 
about taking this up,’ they have 
said, ‘because experience has 
shown that where it has once 
been adopted it has never been 
repealed.’ The premise at least 
is right the conclusion you 
may evaluate for yourselves. 


“In the literature on integra- 
tion I notice a lot of priori rea- 
soning. ‘Integration is a rela- 
tively new form of bar organiz- 
ation,’ they say (writing in the 
1940’s or the 1950’s after it had 
been in operation for a quarter 
of a century). ‘If it were adopted 
in our state, this, that or the 
other thing would or might hap- 
pen.’ Back in 1921 when North 
Dakota integrated, or in 1927 
when California integrated, that 
was a permissible kind of rea- 
soning. Experience was scant, 
and they had to do the best they 
could to foresee what results 
would follow. Today that sort of 
reasoning is no longer accept- 
able. Facts — thirty-five years 
of them are now available. 
The question now is—has this 
thing happened in the states 
where integration has been in 
operation? But, you say, our 
state is different. In what way? 
Yours is a small bar? So is Nev- 
ada’s. Yours is a large one? So 
is California’s. You have a large 
city? So has Michigan. Yours is 
a rural state? So is West Vir- 
ginia. Yours is a colonial state, 
steeped in tradition? So is Vir- 
ginia. What else? You name it 
and we've got it. 


* * *& 


“In no state has integration 
been achieved without extensive 
debate, and without setbacks, 
usually more than one. Interim 
defeats have been a normal feat- 
ure of the integration campaigns 
of all states. Many of them, how- 
ever, were unnecessary, and a 
great many of them I believe 
were chargeable to lack of wis- 
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dom of the leaders of the r,... 
ment in going premature), 
legislature or court for ¢r,. 


ment of a statute or adoptjp, 
court rules before the or, 
had been sufficiently 
Most supreme court 
wise enough to know tp, 
would be a disaster to atte. 
to impose integration upor «. 
bar unless a majority of the... 
understood it and od 
Lawyers are rightly conse, 
tive by nature and it is too pr». 
to ask them to accept and» 
dorse a proposal like thj 
first time it is presented to t, 
It is a still greater mista. . 
ask them to make up their m;-- 
or take a position on it pes. 
they have had ample oppor 
ity to think it over and hear -.. 
ponder all angles of it. If +. 
do, I can tell you what will b:- 
pen. Their natural conserva 














will lead them to vote agains “] 
and then, and here 1e > sive fC 
grettable part of it, having taf . def 
a stand they will tend to det--I& an op 
that stand and to close t::. 9. It 
minds to further considera::-f% posed 
of it. “udges 

“What I am suggesting is t: 3. It 
the integration campaign f& ; are 


long one and a slow one, 7 















much discussion of at be 
meetings, in bar  publicati 4. It 
and through all available meg, vern 
with both proponents and wn I 
ponents given every opporty 5. It 
ity they desire to be heard. Or. f all ; 
side speakers and writers f bar 
states having the integrated 6. It 
should be heard, not once > fm ry on. 
many times, and from more th: 1.1 
one state, and their messz:fMM arbitra 
should be not argums actic 
testimony what integratis: ect to 
has done for us. It will not sim Court 
hard to tell when the time is ry 8. It 
for a poll of the bar, and <—m sous 
course every lawyer sho 1a 
heard and not just the preser: h 
association members. If ce 
done when the time is ripe : 9. It 
will result in a vote like that : J ‘r all 
Florida, which came out som 10. I 


thing like three to one in 
of integration, or Missouri, whic: 
was about six to one 
with that kind of expres 
professional sentiment, 3 
go to legislature or court 
expect the kind of response 











the highest courts of Flora p 
Missouri and other states hargjantialls 
given. S 





“Now suppose worst comes 1 
worst and you can’t put e 
The effort will still have 
more than worth while Bae 
of the best and livest st 4 
associations in the country +H. 
day are unintegrated, but th 
were dead on their feet ur 
somebody came along and pr 
posed integration. It was dedai- 
ed vigorously and defeated, a: 
then the victorious oppositc 
rolled up its sleeves and set 0% 
to prove that they could be )s 
as good without integration 
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7 r* peen the result. So my ad- 
ae to all of you is—go home 
we start up a good, lively cam- 

4 for integration of your 

P par. If you succeed, you'll 

‘ i; and, within a year or 


what the British 
“loyal opposi- 





s the 
you fail, 





Be your present 
: _ ar association will get a 
ai the arm that will give 
B nen ife for years to come. 


Fou a lose!’ 
BETROSPEC T AND PROSPECT 
y years ago in conclud- 
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= your chairman sum- 
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It creates a representa- 
of organization with 
fini purpose, affording 
ypportunity for leadership. 

membership is com- 
of the law and equity 
ind the lawyers. 

It places responsibility 
arely upon the bar and 
latter power com- 
men ite therewith. 

4 It controls its members, 
is itself and enforces its 


arm 
Jiiia 
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It reflects the sentiments 
and not a portion of the 
will have funds to car- 
possessed of no 
in unethical 
pr cases but will be sub- 
ect to review by the Supreme 


7. It will be 
rt y power 





? 3. It can correct the erron- 
d ous attitude of the public 
ld sR at lawyers are tricksters 


uamper rather than help 


It affords an opportunity 
rall lawyers to serve. 

It will raise the bar to a 
of its power and 


+ oe’? 
atness. 


alzation 
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At that time I also said “Inte- 
ration in New Jersey is coming, 
ner or later and the sooner 
re better for all lawyers, no 
+t atter what their kind or class.” 
orice This pr ophecy has been sub- 
har tially fulfilled elsewhere. 
Last September, reversing two 
mor decisions, the Wisconsin 





iyreme Court unanimously or- 
ered integration of the Bar of 

tate, which brought the 

f integrated states to 25, 
including countries and jur- 
=clons outside the United 
rates Proper. Among them, the 

Bar of California, inte- 
2éd in 1927, the largest bar 
ntegrated, was honored at 





















an Bar Association for its 
1g program of contin- 
education of the bar, 





“"@.: of excellent books, 
1. : ts members, brilliant 
— ant internal move- 
“<1, Successful efforts with the 
[ is and legislatures and its 
ne lve service to _ its 





nbers and its well mer- 





*< and constant increase in 
estimation 

may be only an 

any lawyers, but as 

id “nothing is so 


n idea whose time 









h firmly believing that 
1on of the Bar will prove 
to its members, it 
m to follow that all 
of the Bar should be 
On this all-important 


| eee 


tend, there is appended 

ead of this Report re- 

hdations, one of which 

7 a referendum. 

- 3, 1957 

Milton M. Unger, 

Chairman 

. = = . 

HMENTS BY MEMBERS OF 

: COMMITTEE RELATIVE 

(JHE FOREGOING REPORT 
* Teading over your re- 

‘*Rdations, may I say that 












Legal Services To The 
Armed Forces 
Recommendation: 
That this committee be con- 
tinued in existence for at least 
another year. 


Report: 





The above named committee 
has been called upon to render 
lega 25 On an average of 
twice y from various parts 
»f t) world on behalf of mem- 
ber the Armed Forces relat- 
ing to New Jersey matters. No 
member of the committee when 
called upon has declined or of- 
fere xcuses at any time. The 


spirit of cooperation on the part 





of the members of this commit- 
tee indeed direct evidence of 
the patriotism of the legal pro- 
fessior 
Special thanks is herewith ex- 
pressed to the following: 
Jan F. Patten, Vice-Chair- 
man—Union County 
Willis im H. Wells, Vice-Chair- 
man—Burlington 
Peter A. Williams, Vice-Chair- 
nN Essex 
ph A. Lazarow—Atlantic 
Marvin D. Perskie—Atlantic 





























Leonard Rothman—Bergen 
Joel A. Mott—Cape May 
Francis G. Reuss, Jr—Cumber- 
land 
Robert A. McKinley—Essex 
Frank L. Johnson, —Glou- 
Aon er 
Paul B. Thompson—Hudson 
Phil J. Faherty—Hunterdon 
Edward J. Leadem—Mercer 
Geor Warren—Mercer 
Robert M. Frisch—Middlesex 
— R. Aikins—Monmouth 
Loui ha Lombardino-—Essex 
Williar 1 H. Huber—Ocean 
il W. Evans, Jr.—Passaic 
oT J. DiNicola—Salem 
Joh Nilliam Fritz—Somerset 
Wil n M. Cox—Sussex 
Rus T. Kerby, Jr.—Union 
How W. Swick—Warren 
Robert A. Pin—Hudson 
Tt} ymmittee has worked in 
conjur mm with the similar 
commi ee of the American Bar 
As m and the State Bar 
committee treihout the coun- 
r It d appear rather ob- 
vio t the New Jersey State 
Bar ) tion is indeed render- 
ng 1b service in this field. 
In njunction with the Amer- 
Bar Association Standing 
commi ttee on legal assistance for 
servicemen, whose chairman is 
Bl Esquire, of Den- 
rado, the services of the 
mmittee members have 
de available to the Legal 
nce Officers of the Armed 
hroughout the world as 
agency in New Jersey to 
hor 21 problems of persons 


in the Armed Forces and their 
Cc be sent for refer- 


dependen 





ence to petent, reliable and 
ympsz c leg counsel who 






to 


ttee on Legal Services 
> the Armed Forces for the 
State of New Jersey 











I endorse 
of the opinion 
d work 


them in full. I too am 
that a great deal 
must still be ac- 
education of the 
sag of the Bar 







of grc 


is who are qualified 
on the subject and 
th authority the usual 


asSsocla 
to speak 
answer wWl 





questions and arguments. 
W. Russell Epler 
= > = 


I am heartily in favor of the 
integration of the Bar in New 
Jersey and approve the above 
report 

David M. Klausner 


Announcement 
Prospero DeBona has become 
a member of the firm of Milton, 
McNulty & Augelli, 40 Journal 
Square, Jersey City. 


Real Property, Probate and 
Trust Law 


The Board of Consultors have 
met several times throughout the 
year to discuss the problems of 
the Section. 

At the Mid-Winter Meeting 
held at Asbury Park on Decem- 
ber 14, 1956, the Section tender- 
ed a luncheon to Hon. William 
H. Donnelly, Standing ter of 
the Supreme Court. 


» 
svido 


Following the luncheon, a for- 





um was conducted by the Sec- 
tion, at which Standing Master 
William H. Donnelly d as 
moderator. The other ers 
of the panel were: 


Hon. Bartholomew A. Sheehan 

Horace E. Bunker 

Thomas J. Smith 

David H. Schantz 

Saul Tischler 

William W. Whitson 

Following the forum program, 
a short business meeti 
held. At this meeting, a resolu- 





tion was adopted referr o the 
Board of Consultors of Sec- 
tion the question of fiduciary 


powers of sale of real estate con- 
ferred by testamentary instru- 
ments, and recommending that 
the Board take the matter under 
consideration to determine 
whether or not any rect 














tion should be made for appro- 
priate legislation to resolve the 
uncertainties of such powers. It 
was also recommended to the 
Board of Consultor: 
Legislative Committee h 
Section consider whether not 
legislation should be drafted to 
be presented for Legislativ yn- 
sideration providing that those 
invoking the aid of the irts of 
a foreign jurisdiction to obtain 
a divorce, or those who partici- 
pate in such actions, be deemed 
to have forfeited their tal 
property rights (including dower 
and courtesy) regardles the 
validity or invalidity 
judgments. The Commi 
International and Com ive 
Law referred to this Section, for 
ts consideration, the question of 
recommending legis] leal- 
ing with the admi N 
made in accordance ¥ 

»f the place where exe 


Horace E. Bunker 
pointed Chairman 


4D poln | sCL 
islative Committee of this Sec- 


tion, and the other members are 
a folloyv 
] M lrray 
1] Bard 
y H. Cohen 


ny A. Farring 
hilip F. Fannan 
Albert L. Vreeland 





The Committee has 
and the foregoing matters have 
been referred to them for their 








consideration and action. Thi 
Committee invites the per 
tion and participation of mem- 
bers of the Associatior ts 
work 

On Friday, May 17, 27 Ss 
Section ] a. 
at the Spring Meet 
Association The 


Committee will present 
of its work, and the 
general discussion by th 
bers of the Committee and 
bers in attendance at the me 
Horace E. Bunker I 
act as moderator and Chairmar 
of the meeting. 

A committee under the Chair- 
manship of William P. Elliott, 
i working 








ing 
ine. 








is presently J on 
plans for conducting a model 
condemnation trial in coopera- 
tion with the New Jersey Chap- 


ter of the American Institute of 
Appraisers. It is planned to hold 
this model trial in September at 
Newark and should prove of great 
interest to the members of the 
Bar. These model condemnation 
trials have been held in Wash- 
ington, D.C., and at Dallas, Texas, 
as well as in other parts of the 
country, and they have been very 
well received and have proved 
interesting and worthwhile. 
Members of the Board of Con- 


Patent Law Ass'n 


The Committee on the New 
Jersey Patent:Law Association 
is one of approximately nine 
Public Relations Committees of 
the New Jersey_State Bar Assoc- 
iation. The Committee functions 
are to maintain cordial relations 
between the State Bar Associa- 
tion and the State Patent Law 
Association. IT IS RECOM- 
MENDED THAT THE COMMIT- 
TEE BE CONTINUED IN ORDER 
THAT IT MAY FULFILL THIS 
FUNCTION AS REQUIRED. 


The Committee has accepted 
the invitation of the New Jersey 
Patent Law Association to meet 
with it and to be its Guests on 
the occasion of its annual dinner 
on May 21, 1957, at which time 
the Jefferson Medal will be 
awarded to Doctor Vannevar 
Bush. The Speaker of the occa- 
sion will be the Commissioner of 
Patents of the United States. 


The Committee has tendered 
its assistance to the Committee 
on the Unlawful Practice of the 
Law of the New Jersey State Bar 
Association in such areas in 
which the activities of members 
of the Patent Bar are under con- 
sideration. The Committee has 
recommended that standards of 
professional conduct which the 
Unlawful Practice Committee 
considers improper on the part 
of Patent Attorneys could be re- 


ferred to the New Jersey Patent 
Law Association through this 
committee, or be made the sub- 


ject of joint discussion. 





Courts In New York City 
Cut Calendar Log Jam 


New York (ACCN) — Marked 
progress since last June 30 in 
reducing the calendar jam-up 
in those branches of the state 
Supreme court sitting in New 
York City has been reported by 
the state judicial conference, an 
official body. 


The judicial conference gave 
much credit for reducing calen- 
dar congestion in the crowded 
Manhattan and Bronx Supreme 


courts to a new “statement of 
readiness’ rule in effect there. 
The rule makes it mandatory 


for lawyers putting cases on the 
calendar to file statements that 
they are ready for trial. 


As of March 31, according to 


the conference, delay time in 
Manhattan had been reduced 
from 42 to 27 months, and in 


the Bronx from 41 to 31 months. 
A similar cut-down was noted 
from 45 to 38 months in Queens 
and from 29 to 23 months in 
Brooklyn, although the state- 
ment-of-readiness rule was not 
in effect there. 


ATTENTION e ATTORNEYS 
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Respectfully, ay “Sree 
; % Ps 54 WASSAU STREET 
Joseph V. Fumagalli 3 ROOTES ae. 
Leo N. Knoblauch es is 
P he best court reportin service 
Louis E. Le Duc New York City has * to of ffer."” 
Edwin A. A. Muller PAG PERIL ERE FF 
Hugh C. Spernow, BArclay 7-257 PLainfield 5-8831 
Ex-Officio 
ig SAMUEL K. PEARSON 
7 dhiebienas New aiid CONSULTING METEOROLOGIST 
chairman New Jersey Expert Witness 40 Yrs, NY. & NJ. Comite 
State Bar Association 1217 South End Parkway 
Committee on New Plainfield, WN. J. 
sey Patent Law 39 Cortland St., Room 1010, N.Y.C 
sultors will be elected at the = , : ‘ : 
usiness meeting of the Section OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE 
D a = UlY gous 
and nominations should be sent APPRAISER 
pg ante Secre- REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, 
o David H. Schantz, Esq., Secre ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX. 


+7 
10n, 


at 539 Marke 
Jersey 


tary of the Sect 
Camden, New 


C+ - 
otreet, 


Respectfully submitted, 
William H. Donnell 
William P. Ell 

John Lloyd, Ir. 

J. Seymour Montgomery 
Joseph M. Rotolo 

David H. Sc tz 

Maurice A. Silver 

Saul Tischler 

Walter Leichter, Chairman 


ayn 
Schan 


FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — 


R. LANES 
200 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5, N. J. 
MArket 3-1119 








LICENSED BONDED 


Hanus Detective Agency 


Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
ELizabeth 2-3358, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, WN. J. Supervisor 














BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 


Forwarders Recegnized 


LOANS 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - 


MORGAN CO. 








NON-NOTIFICATION 


60 PARK PLACE 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-0534 





TITLE 


INSURANCE 





NUTLEY 





MORTGAGE AND 
TITLE GUARANTY CO. 


“It’s Nutley for Service” 
Approved Attorney Plan 


CHESTNUT ST. & VINCENT PLACE, 
Tel. Nutley 2-1600 


NUTLEY, N. J. 
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STATE BAR COMMITTEE REPORTS 





Junior Section 


Report of the Junior Section 
of the New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation for the period Decem- 
ber, 1956 to date. 

The Junior Section respect- 
fully recommends that serious 
consideration be given by the 
entire Bar of the State to the 


Report of the Supreme Court | 


Committee on Training for the 
Practice of Law, issued in March, 
1957, because of the considerable 
impact on the entire profession 
of the implementation of the 
recommendations of that report. 

The major activities of the 
Junior Section during the period 
covered by this report have been 
concerned with the activities of 
its committee on the problems 
of indigent criminal defendants, 
and on the Report of the Su- 
preme Court Committee on 
Training for the Practice of Law. 
Regular monthly meetings held 
each month in Newark and 
Camden have been devoted to 


discussion of the reports of these | 


two committees. In addition the 
Section has conducted its tradi- 
tional luncheons for newly ad- 
mitted attorneys and continued 
its habeas corpus activities on 
behalf of indigent criminal de- 
fendants. 

The result of the work of its 
committee on counsel for indi- 
gent criminal defendants will be 
presented to the Section at its 
regular meeting during the At- 
lantic City meeting of the Asso- 
ciation in May. A recommenda- 


tion to the Association as a/| 
}It is the feeling of the Section | 


whole on this subject may be 
made as a result of that meeting. 


The activities of the Member- | 
ship Committee of the Junior | 


Section have resulted in the en- 
rollment of many newly admit- 
ted attorneys in the Association. 


. TITLE SERVICE ~~ 
City Title Insurance Co. 


j PLANS 
ALL» COUNTIES 


DIamMonp 3-8877 
421 MAIN ST. HACKENSACK, N. J. 

















: | Corso (nee Di Rollo) 








SOMEONE 
LOCATED? 


} court, 


| ordered 


| be 


Nominations 


The Committee on Nomina- 
tions respectfully recommends 


the nomination of the following | 


members of the Association for 
the office set opposite each 
name: 

Officers (for a one-year term) 
President-Elect— 

Marshall H. Diverty, Camden 
First Vice-President— 

John R. Kelly, Jersey City 
Second Vice-President— 

Theodore J. Labrecque, 

Red Bank 
Treasurer— 
Douglas M. Hicks, 
New Brunswick 
Secretary— 

Emma E. Dillon, Trenton 
Directors (for a three-year term) 
lst District — representing At- 

lantic and Cape May Counties 

Allen B. Endicott III, Atlantic 

City 
3rd District—representing Cam- 

den County—Horace G. Brown 

Camden 
4th District—representing Mon- 

mouth and Ocean Counties— 

Franklin H. Berry, Toms River 
7th District—representing Mid- 

dlesex and Somerset Counties 

Joseph H. Edgar, New Bruns- 

wick 

Respectfully submitted, 
Raymond J. Otis 
George Purnell 
Warren Dixon, Jr. 
Arthur F. Mead 
Forster W. Freeman, Jr., 
Chairman 








| that the beginning of his profes- 


|time to interest an attorney in 


concentrated on this area. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Frederick J. Gassert, Jr. 
Chairman 


“LEGAL “NOTICE 


Essex County Court 
Law Division 
Docket + 
CIVIL ACTION 

Judgment of change of names. 
lin the matter of the application of ) 
Donato Del Corso and Angelica Del ) 
for judgment ) 
| of change of names to Thomas Del ) 
| Corso and Angela Marie Del Corso, ) 

| respectively Plaintiffs 

Donato Del Corso and Angelica Del Corso, 

having filed their verified complaint setting 
forth the grounds for judgment authorizing 
|} them to assume the names of Thomas Del 
Corso and Angela Marie Del Corso, re- 
| spectively ; 

And 
| application 
|} week for four suecessive weeks preceding 
the time of said application in the New 
| Jersey Law Journal, a newspaper of this 
| County; and the court being satisfied of said 
|} complaint and of the proofs taken in open 
and that there is no reasonable ob- 
jection hereto; 

It is on the 1st day of May, A.D., 1957, 
and adjudged that Donato Del Corso 
and he is hereby authorized to assume the 
name of Thomas Del Corso and that Angelica 
Del Corse be and is hereby authorized to 
assume the name of Angela Marie Del Corso, 
|} from and after the First day of June, next, 
and that within 10 days they shall cause to be 
published a copy of this order in the New 
Jersey Law Journal, a newspaper printed in 
said County of Essex County; and cause a 
certified copy of this order to be filed with 
|the Secretary of State, according to the 
| Statute in such case made and provided. 
}On motion of 
| Ernest Scuorzo, 
aOrDey of Plaintiffs. 

F. D. Masucci, 


notice of said 
once each 


that 
published 


appearing 
has been 


it 


Judge 


$9.36 


L.J.- May 9 











Searches in Superior Court 
and U.S. Court. 


Abstracts of Superior Court 
Proceedings 


Certificates of Regularity 








THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE 
& ABSTRACT CO. 


Abstracts of U. S. Court 
Proceedings 


Miscellaneous Information 
and Forms 


Certificates as to Corporate 
Standing and Franchise Tax 








Prompt and Accurate Service 


Offices: Trenton Trust Bldg., Trenton, N. J. 


Telephone EXport 6-8439 








sional career is the best possible | 


| the activities and benefits of the | Co™merations, 
apm Bar Association and all of | 


| its membership efforts have been | 


| Newark 2 


ESTATE 


| FOLEY. 
| Essex 
the undersigned, 


. Bankruptcies 


The names of the Referees are abbreviated 
as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; W-Weelans. 
ARMSTRONG, Theodore Everett, 5 Thomas 
South River; vol.; liab. $3,188.51; 

. W.L. & T.; solr. Daniel 


Court, 

-56; assets 

solr. Ravin & R.; 
Long 
assets 
Solomon 


Ocean Ave., 
$20,860.51; 
&T.; solr. 


B E NNE TI Harold, 390 
liab 


W.L. 


30 Robert Pl., Irvi ng 
; assets $1,511; 

sobker ; 

ick St., Pau 


1 
7: assets $1,407; 


fictor Ruskin ; 


. & t/a Carriage 
stnut St., Haddon 
$81,186.47; 

sc oe T. 5. oolr. 


& t/a Lendor 
Dr Paramus ; 
assets $1,100; 
Se Me ae 


Lynn 
$98,944 ; 


ford J., ind. 


, Carney’s 

assets $2,- 

rs pstein & 

, Camden ; 
Epstein & 

224 Empire Ave., 
>; assets 
Abraham 
33 Prospect 
Gh ae oe 


00 River Vale Rd., 
$3,790.43; assets 
I solr. Herbert F 
; 4-30 


LEGAL NOTICES 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
l whom these presents may come, 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
icated record of the p 
‘ luntary dissolution thereof 
unanimous consent of all the etock- 
ted in my office that 
S SANDWICH SHOP 
n of this State, whose principal 
ated at No. 111 Clinton Avenue, 
‘ity of Newark, County of Essex, 
New Jersey (Leo J. Berg, 
agent therein and in charge thereof, 
process may be served), has 
the requirements of Title 14, 
General, of Revised Statutes 
Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution. 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
‘ov State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
said ee did, on the 
f May, 195 file in my 
executed and ‘attested consent 
the dissolution of said cor- 
uted by all the stockholders 
: said consent and the record 
> proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
ice as provided by law. 
WHERBEOF, I 
my hand and af- 
my official seal, at Trenton. 
Sixth day of May, A.D., 
thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


9, 16, 23 


«& 


being the 
upon whom 
complied with 


f New 


this 
NOW, 


of 


IN 
have 


TESTIMONY 


hereto set 


$21.60 





1957 

* ORSTE R, deceased 
ADRIAN M. 

the County ef 
> application of 

f said deceased, 

the creditors of 
the subscribers 

their claims and 

of said deceased, 

from this date, or they 

i -d from prosecuting or 

coverin against the subscribers 
THE HOW ARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
ALFRED WAGNER 

DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney 

744 Broad Street 

Newark 2, N 

L.J May 9 


Date April 29, 
F CARRIE L 


of 


estate 


Dated: May 3, 1957 

EST ATE OF AMEI LA S. PRICE, deceased 
Purs tk he order of ADRIAN M. 
FOI EY, of the County of 
Essex, th day >», on the application of 
de utors of said deceased, 

i the creditors of 

1 dece ased, i to the subscribers 
er oat g rtion, their claims and 

: i of said deceased, 
or they 


to 


this date, 
barred — prosec uting or 
same aga t the subscribers. 
THE HOWARD SAVING S INSTITU “TON 
ABRAM 1. MELROD 
ABRAM I. MELROD, Attorney 
17 Academy Street 
Newark 2 J 
OF May 


recovering the 


N. 
9, 


June 6 





29, 1957 
MAREK, 


Dated: April 
ANNA SCHULTZ 
lant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
JR., Surrogate of the County of 
this day made, on the application of 
Executor of said deceased, 
n is hereby given to the creditors ef 
said deen ased, exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affir mation, their claims and 
demar ids against the estate of said deceased, 
n six months from this date, or they 
1 be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
N. 7 


FOLE x; 
Essex, 
the undersigned, 


to 


L.J.—May 9, 16, 23, 30, June 6 





May 2, 1957 


Dated: 

OF MARGARET OPPENHEIMER, 

deceased 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 

JR., Surrogate of the County of 
day made, on the application of 
Executrices of said deceased, | 
to the creditors of | 
to the subscribers | 
their claims and 


. this 


notice is hereby given 
said deceased, to exhibit 
under oath or affirmation, 


| demands against the estate of said deceased, 


within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. | 
THERESA FANTL 
SELMA S. CURSON 
CHARL ES KANTER, Attorney 
1060 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J 


L.J.—May 9, 16, 23, 30, June 6 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





In 
Mary 
Kauf 
guardian Mary 


case 


ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
Docket No. 
Civil Action 
ORDER 
matter of an application of 
Kaufman and William 
a minor by his natural 
Scott Kaufman, for 
to assume the names of 
Gackeler and 
Gackel 
peel a 


the 
Alan 


Seott 


man, 


nd William Alan 
natural guardian 
l ing filed their duly 
complaint this Court setting 
nds of an application for an 
another name, to wit, Mary 
iam Al an Gackeler ; 

said complaint that the 
Kaufman is over 21 

the said plaintiff 
is a minor and that 
Newark, County of 
Jersey; and it fur- 
irt that notice of 
published at least 
weeks successively 


ifman 
» in the City of 
> New 


Cot 


reasonable 

change and that 

» objection that the 
» the names of Mary 
liam Alan Gackeler, 
f May A.D., 1957, 
id after the first day 
Kaufman be and 
to assume the 
‘ler, and William 
> and is hereby authoriz- 
name of William Alan 

é oil that within 10 days from this 


id plaintiffs do cause a copy of 
lis! 1ed in ¢t 
ub . 


é said compl aint 


‘or 


R {DERE Dt that, 
f June 
ithori at 


ne 


in the New Jersey 

newspaper printed in 

e and that within 20 

e the +y shall file and record 

oenne. order, and affidavit 

rith the County Clerk of 

J a that 20 days from this 

fied copy thereof be filed with 

e Secretary of State of New Jersey accord- 

provisions of the Statute in such 
and provided. 


s/ F. D. Masucci, 
J.C.C 


to the 
made 


$12.42 





To 


\t 


by 
holders, 


a corporation of this State, 


in the 
8 


b 


C 


of this 


NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to wnom these presents may come, 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
deposited in my office that 

SUN TOOL AND MFG. CO. 

whose principal 

10 Melville Place, 
County of Essex, 

Wenisch, 


STATE OF 


y 
ngs 


at No. 
Irvington, 
(Frederick C. 


fice situated 
Town of 
of New Jersey 


is 


tate 


yeing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon has | 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Revised Statutes | 


whom process may be served), 
General, of 
New Jersey, preliminary to the 
Certificate of Dissolution. 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


»orporations, 
issuing 


NOW, 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


I 
t 


Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
day of May, 1957, file in my 
a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
hereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Third day of May, A.D., 
one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


May 9, 16, 23 $21.60 





To 
ue 
1olders 


a corporation of this State. 


office 


E 


t 


1 


of New Jersey, 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

the unanimous consent of all ~~ stock- 
deposited in y office t 
YORK FOOD MARKET 
whose principal 
is situated at No. 164 Bloomfield Ave- 
. in the Town of Montclair, County of 
ssex, State of New Jersey (Charles Rosen- 
tein, being the agent therein and in charge 
hereof, upon whom process may be served), 


ngs 
v 


NEW 


‘has complied with the requirements of Title 


4. Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


( 


Twenty-sixth day 
my office 


poration, 


t 


“ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
of April, 1957, file in 
a duly executed and attested consent 

to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
which eaid consent and the record 


writing 


ereof, 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


L 


TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-sixth day of April, 
A.D., one 
fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
J.—May 9, 16, 2 


23 


IN 


Seal) 


$21.60 


| kin, 


af-| 
thousand nine hundred | 


| DATED: 


STATE OF NEW JERSEy 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL(T; 
all to whom these presents en 
Greeting Ym 
WHEREAS, It appears to 
by duly authenticated record 
ings for the voluntary dissolut 
by the un 2animous eens — ] 
hol er s. deposited my - 
WHITE ‘ARROW TAVERN “te 
a corporation of this State, whose 
office is situated at No. 11 Commerss 
in the City of Newark, County o 
State of New Jersey (Mortimer 
being the ager therein and in 
thereof, upon <3 process may be 
has complied with the requi irementg 
14, Corporations, General, of Reviseg 
of New me iminary te 
er t of Dissol 
“THEREFORE, 
the State of New Je 

ertify that the said corpora 
First day of May, 1957 

fice a duly executed and 
sent in writ to the dissolati 
poration. executed by b 
thereof, which 

the proceex 

office 


1 my said 
IN TESTIMU 
have hereto set 
fixed my official 
this First day 
one thousand 


J 
of 
92 


oo 


To 


pre! 


~ this 
NOW, 


State of 


nine 
fifty-seven. 
EDWARD 
Secretary 


L.J.—May 9, 16, 


PATTEN 
State. 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTIoy 
To all to whom these presents may 
Greeting 
Ww HEREAS, It appears to my satistgs 
by duly authenticated record of the pos 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 4 
by the unanimous consent of all the 
holders, deposited in my office that 
HAFFNERS FOOD SHOP 
a corporation of this State, w 
office a situated at No. 97 
in the City of Newark, County of 
State of ie Jersey (Edward J. Abm 
being the agent therein and in charge the 
upon whom process may be served). 
mplied with the requirements of Titi j 
Corporations, General, of Revised Sty 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
of this Certificate of Disscdution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, 
State of the State of New J 
Certify that the said corpor: 
Second day of May, 1957, 
office a duly executed and att 
writing to the dissolution of 
poration, executed by all the 
t reot which said consent an 
of he ‘proc eedings aforesaid are now o 
n my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF 
have hereto set my hand ax | 
fixed my official seal 
this Second day of 
one thousand nine 
fifty-seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—May 9, 16, 23 


Said 
_* Kode 


s NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may a 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my eatistact 
by duly authenticated record of the pros 
ings for the voluntary dissolution @ 
by the unanimous consent of ail the 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ROBBINS KENILWORTH 00. 
a corporation of this State, whose prise 
office is situated at No. 1018 Stuyvesant 4 
in the Townshop of Union, Cousy 
n, State of New Jersey (Maxwell M. Pi 
being the agent therein and in chm 
thereof, upon whom process may be se 
has complied with the requirements of Ti 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Stam 
- New Jersey. t 


“NOW, THEREFORE, 
State of the State of New Je 
rtify that the said cornorat 
day of May, 1957, 
*e a duly executed and at 
writing to utlo 
poration, executed 
thereof. which said consent 
of the proceedings aforesaid 
n my said office as provi ded “by er 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
set my ; 
cial 
day 
thousand ni 
fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—May 9, 16, 23 





STATE OF 


of 
of 


ne 





NOTICE 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
TAKE NOTICE that THE 
KITCHEN, LIMITED, A t 
association of the State of } 
unanimous vote in umber 
interest in said d partnershi 
tion have to dissolve 
partnership association in accor 
Title 42, Chapter 3, Article 2, 
of the Limited Partnership Association 
Revised Statutes of New Jersey, 1987, 
said limited partnership Sail a 
the date hereof is dissolved, and has @ 
to carry on its business except far 
may be required for the final winding 
thereof 
THE SEA FOOD KITCHEN, ll 
24 Branford Place 
Newark 2, New Jersey 
May 3rd. 1957. 

23, 30, June 6, 13 


>A 


L.J.—May 9. 16, 








NEW 


415 pps. 


$7.50 





Complete and up-to-date . . 
Government . . . as it has grown, and as! 
today under the NEW State Constitutio® 


JUST PUBLISHED ...! 


The Government and Administration of 


JERSEY 


Bennett M. Rich, Rutgers University 


YOUR Sisie 


it is 


THOMAS Y. CROWELL COMPANY, New York 16 











AT THE FIFTY-NINTH ANNUAL DINNER OF THE ESSEX 


Hotel Sheraton Astor, New York 


as 
«Nathan Cholodenko, Dinner Chairman; William 
“nan, Jr., Associate Justice U.S. Supreme Court; 
ut T. Vanderbilt, Chief Justice N.J. Supreme 
tee Donal C. Fox, President Essex County 
, 4; and Irving L. Hodes, Co-chairman 
ee L. Padula, Hon. James R. Giuliano, Vin- 
, Biunno and William L. Dill, Jr. 
Becca Julius Wildstein, Lawrence Diamond, 
oseph W. Cowgill, Russell Maurer. (standing) 
“1 Golden, Morris N. Hartman and Bernard 


_ Hastice William A. Wachenfeld, District Court 
Lhe ter M. Yancey and Justice William J. Bren- 


5. Salvatore D. Intintola, U. S. bistrict Judge Alfred 
E. Modarelli and Harry Nadell 

6. Perry E. Belfatto, Referee John S 
Deputy Director Samuel S. Ferster 

7. John W. Noonan, Ward J. Herbert and Jacob J. 
Greenman 

8. (seated) Harry Cohn, Barrett F. Kalb, William F. 
Nies. (standing) Thomas E. O’Gorman, Isadore H. 
Colton and Clifford J. Sharkey 

9. Francis E. Hayden, Jerome L. Kessler and Joseph 
A. Hayden 

10. Edward Harris, Frederick B. Lacey 
Barba and Roger C. Ward 


Burke and 


J. William 


COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 
Saturday, May 4, 1957 


11. Hon. Robert A. McKinley, Hon. Richard R. 
O’Connor, Surrogate Adrian M. Foley, Jr., Hon. Joseph 
B. Sugrue and Joseph M. Noan 

12. John F. Crane, Louis S. Cohen and David S. 
Thompson 

13. Vincent P. Torppey and Hon. Gerald T. Foley 

14. (seated) Ned J. Parsekian, Director Workmen’s 
Compensation Division; Frank J. O’Brien; George F. 
Neutze, Deputy Director; Jacob Baer. (standing) James 
O’Brien, Al Gleicher, Alfred A. Levinson and Roger W. 
Kelly, Deputy Director 

15. Louis Greenstone, Jack Wildman, Saul C. 
Schutzman, Julius A. Feinberg and Nathaniel J. Klein 
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PODKOWA -s LEAVE 
OF 


verified Complaint for | 


; and Y appearing to the} 








I IS on this first day of 


wspaper published in the 


» plaintiff, and that within 





It appe@rs to my satisfaction, 








» agent therein and in charge thereof, 





said corporation did, 














-o> 














presents may come 


It appears to my satisfaction 
record of the proceed 





deposited in my office that 


f this judgment to be | 





heing the agent therein and in charge thereof 


requirements of Title 


» of the State of New Jersey, 
the said corporation did, 





writing to the dissolution of said cor- 





pr oceedings aforesaid are 


these presents may 





appears to my satisfaction, 
record of the proceed- 








DE P AR’ [MENT OF STATE 





hent fora pone of 
























. of Re vised Statutes 






























































LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES 


| 
WAKE NOTICE that application anil be | SHERIFF'S SALE 


























, made by Charly Kszyszton and Margaret SUPERIOR (CHAN.) C-134. 

Kszyszton, his wife, to the Essex County| SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 
Court, Court He Newark, New Jersey, CHANCERY DIVISION, SEX COUNTY, 
m the Sth day ine, 1957, at 2 o'clock | VOCKET NO. F-212-56-—Between Ruth D. 
¢ afterno a judgment authorizing | Lanes, Plaintiff, and Jean Nelson Poulos, 

t plaintitt { Kszyszton and Margaret | a4iso known as Jean Neilson, &c., Defendant. 
Kszysz ‘ assume the name@ of | Execution For Sale of Mortgaged Premises 
i Join Kryston and Margaret Kryston, By virtue f the above stated writ of 
y Execution, to me directed, I shall expose 

CHARLY KSZYSZTON for Sale by Publie Vendue, in Room B-16 at 

MAR GARET KSZYSZTON the Court House, in Newark, on Tuesday, 

Charle Kan , Attorney the Fou dav of May, next, at 1:30 
1060 bread St Newark 2, N. J PM (Pr ing Time), all that tract or 
LJ May 9 6, 23, 30 $10.71) parcel of 1 and premises hereinafter par- 
—_—— —— — | ticularly eribed, situate, lying and being | 
Dat “J il 17, 1957 : the City of Newark, Essex County, New 

x Th vimana aa seginning in the northerly line of Nelson 
ta therein distant one hundred | 


of the County of Place, a 
the application of 

r of said deceased, 
the creditors of 

to the subseriber 
n, their claims and 


feet easterly from the easter 
ace, thence running along | 
ace sonth sixty degrees | 
twenty-five feet; thence 

degrees forty seconds| 
1 four and sixteen one} 






’ ! te of sald deceased, 
in x months », or they thence = y forty- 
, forever barre from prosecuting or enty-five and ninety-two 












thence southerly twen- 
seconds west one bun- 
to the southerly line of 
place of beginning 

designated as lot No. 55 
belonging to the estate 
leceased, situate tr 
“1 May 24, 1882 


recovering the same against the subscriber 
[ATTHEW EVENCHI K 

SAMULL SCHWARTZ ormey 

4 mr 


1! Square 











rAKI OTICKE, that RONALD MARTIN 





CHWARTFIGURE, « apply to the Essex ie Ape Diese 
inty Cour La Div n, on Wednesday,| y,.. ‘ 
May afoul 19 7, at two rclox “e in ao ae r Tie Appt simate amount of the Judgment 
P vary Record Bers ser it tied by said sale is the sum of 
B. IUCR any Sas Ke ousand Nine Hundred and Thirty- 
name of RONALD | irs und Twelve Cents ($4,939.12), 
each ie | to with the costa of this sale 
ROBBINS, as mother} Newark, New Jersey, April 8, 1957 
and natural guardian of RONALD NEIL ¢ DUFFY, Sheriff 
MARTIN SCHWARTFIGURI | ‘ ” awta Wiataiak, “Aton 
DAVID B. GELTZEILER, Attorney at eo stadia > ar 
, L.J.--Apr. 18, 25, May 2, 9 $35.28 





LJ. May 2, 9, 16, 23 $10.71 NOTICE TO ABSENT DEFENDANTS 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 





| CHANCERY DIVISION ESSEX COUNTY, 








FAKE NOTICE tha tephen Oswin Trach- | . ) t 
lman and Philip Charles Trachman, minors| POCKET NO. F 1632-56. BARTON SAV 
t heir nwtura w Trackman, | INGS ANID LOAN aria ea a Corpora- 
i ipply to the Court, Court| tion of New Jersey, Plaintiff va- JOHN 
House, Newark on May 29,| HENRY GOINS, et als, “Datendante 
1V57 t 2.00 PM for a judgment to assume L. 8.) State of New Jersey to 
the mare of Stephe Oswin Trackman and Mrs. Wilson Whitehead, wife 
Philip Charles Trackma respectively | f Wilson Whitehead Pearl 
Irene Trackman Whitehead, wife of Wilson 
James J. Farley, Esq Whitehead Pear Whitehead, 
Attorney for the VPinaintiff er heirs, d d personal representa- 
toS Ridge Street tives, and or any of their succes- 
Newark, New Jersey rs in rigt and interest; John Doe, 
Re May 2, 9 16, 23 $10.08 | busban f Whitehead, sald name of 


Join Doe being fletitlous 
wr nt You are hereby summoned and required 
Puke Notice that the undersigned will apply | ¢,, serve upon David Castelbanm, Plaintiff's| 
t . 99 : t 
Court on the 22nd day) attorney, whose address is 60 Park Place, 
ete in the afternoon, | x rk ew Jersey, an answer to the com- | 





. : e 
City of Newark, | ;, ed in a civil action, in which BAR- 
authorizing him) pox SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, 
I. Norin |} a Corporation of New Jersey, is plaintiff, 





Norinsky ind JOHN HENRY GOINS, et als. are de- 


fendants, pending in the Superior Court of 
New Jersey, within 535 days after May 98, 
7, exclusive of such date If you fail to 
judgment by default may be rendered 
you for the relief demanded in the 
complaint You shall file your answer and 
r duplicate with the Clerk 
irt, State House Annex 
in accordance with the 
v practice and procedure 
n has been tInastituted for the 
foreclosing a mortgage dated July 







2, 9, 16 $8.82 








TAKE NOTICE that Daniel Secutary will 
apply to the Essex County Court, Law Divi- 
May 15, 1957 a#t 2 
. yn at the Essex County 
New Jersey, for a Judgment 
iim to assume the name of Daniel 












Daniel Seutary made by John Henry Goins and 
: 7 a Annie Grace Goins, his wife, as mortgagore, 
dat rae gp tir and payable to Federal Trust Company, a 
11 i © St iol eee New Jersey Corporation, mortgagee, and | 
Newark, New Jersey | concerns real estate located at. #21) Kent 
a ee on” ‘ Street, ewar ounty, New Jersey, 
L.J.— Apt. 18, 25. May 8, 8 _— S008 | CAN" Slccand in the Sener Oeenes Manto. 
ESTATE OF THOMAS W DOUBLEY, de-| ter’s office in Book 3063 of Mortgages, page 
i 561, which mortgage was @ssigned to said 


eased 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT | plaintiff, Barton Savings and Loan Assocla- 
heret t i “nt recorded in Book 364 of 















N ‘ y given that the accounts ' : 
f the s Executor of the Last Will | Mortgages for said County, 
and) ‘Tes THOMAS W. DOUBLEY, | 


of the mortgaged prem! 
ead and Pearl White- | 
ing designated in recorded | 
‘ g the mortgaged premises 
said Wilson Whitehead, but plain- 
has been informed that said Wilson White- 
rril 8 ( ad and Pearl Whitehead were never mar- 

SEYMO t 7 d COBS ea 
| BURNET i ZIMMER a fae You, Mrs. Wilson Whitehead, wife of Wil- 

, treet i l rm 





eceased be audited and stated by the 
I f settlement to the 
ite Division, on 
May next, and} 
be made for a 








and Pe White wife 
ehead, are made pa 
yu may 



















L.J.-Apr. 11, 18, 25, May 2, 9, 16 





CERTIFICATE OF DECREASE OF 
AUTHORIZED CAPITAL STOCK AND mane 
Oe | TION OF CAPITAL , prem 

SCHOTTENPELS 





mortgage 
heirs, devisees 








i weal . 
his Stat soa 1 or her, their, or 
y Newark, ¢ right, title and 
defendant herein, 

. 





ead is one of the 
premises, 
by reason 










is agains 
is “AR THU R 








W. MeMURRAY 
HENRY SCHOTT! , & cor- 
rat ‘ zed under the 
































> rea ur 
iWs e State of DOES 
Ht bY ERI Y lings of 
ts B Dir ors rs duly 
held ir rdance with > State 
New Jers: 
: Bagh eae 
i 
stock Ww 
i 
2 rha 1 Cert niment and 
LD st 2 ffecting such 





was filed in 
of Sts ate of the 











TE OF NEW JERSEY 
tkTMENT OF STATE 

"ATE OF DISSOLTTION 
T 1 t whom these presents may come 


f ht thousand ST 
300.) Dollars to I 


>> 








$47,000 





WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
1 record of the proceed 





nes for the volnntary dissolution thereof 
the unanimous consent of all the stock 
yiders, deposited in my off that 





IGUS & CO., INC 
State. whose principal 
No 449 Washington 
»f sein 
t £. Garri 18, 
in charge chennet 
be served), has 
Title 14 
Statutes 
he issuing 













vate of Dissolution 








—EE —— _ ee if t s ('e 
Date April iw. 1957 NOW, THEREFORF. I. the Secretary of 
FF PAUL BENZ, deceased. State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
nt to the order of ADRIAN M./| Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
J / 3 day of ae file my 





R Surrogate of the County of 

3 on the application of 
of said deceased, 
the creditors of 


y executed and attested consent 
the dissolution of said cor 
nted by all the stockholders 
to the subscribers | *t consent and the record 
firma n, their claims and/ of the 1 eedings aforesaid are now on file 
gainst the estate of said deceased, | ‘n my said office as provided by law 
months from this date, or they TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
vrever barred from prosecuting or hereto set my hand and af- 
same against the subscribers. my official seal. at Trenton 
y. nty nth day of April, 
‘HOW ARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION Seal) one thousand nine hundred 
HALL, Attorney i fifty-seven 
Street EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
7 Secretary of State. 
18, 25, May 2, 9 L.J.—May 9, 16, 23 $21.60 




















N. J. L. J. Index Py, 





whom these present, 

















¢ agent therein and 











of the proceedings aforesal 
















































































my office a duly execut 
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eaten LEGAL NOTICES 
LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES _ LEGAL NOTICES Soe = : 





t the under 
County Court, 
P.M., or as soon 
ard at the Essex 
at . . \ rk N 























‘ 
mi iy 9 
oO Peta I 
¢ 
t ’ 
ited tap u app ation of 
4 aid deceased 
t . P r cr sitore of 
t » th subscriber 
t r jimmie and 
» e of said deceased 
° « date or they 
1% f p prosecuting or 
it Ton xz I subscriber 
q ” ; INSTITUTION 
FY rat April 8, 1957 
_ MMELCZUK, deceased 
> , r f AUVRIAN M 


, ‘ {ounty of 
, he application of 
trix of said deceased, 
ae ve the creditors of 
he subserfber 
aims and 
deceased, 
or they 
uting or 
subecriber 


j IH OMELCZUK 



































May 2, 8 
Sa 
* 
n , } il 23, 1957 
ay \ LUME le 
i r ADRIAN M 
, F « County of 
od coy pplication of 
“ o aid de ased, 
t , g , creditors of 
subscriber 
t r claims and 
1 decemsed, 
prosecuting OF 
t In aa t the sub riber 
t : LIAMS 
- 2 
i rat DANTS 
| ) EW JERSEY 
ty ION 
. ay Y 
» F 2003 55 
c ¥ JERSEY 
ro 
or 
* i 
ab | 
rod 085 
rry § twenty-three 
thence easterly on a 
rignt gies with Chambers Street 
es to the place of 
a 9u claim 
3 the said 
or some 





or en- 








































t rior Court a 
- 2,9 2.21 
Dated: April 23, 1957 | 
M TANIFORD, de-. 
rder of ADRIAN M 
Surroegat f the County of 
= < esta 
S —s s he subscri ° 
» pF ORD 
4 - STATE BANK OF |g 
S80r t ferchants & Newark Trust | j 
adie 25 wa N. J Ess 
o R 3, Attorneys be 
ow ie ae 2, 9, 2 0 14 
F x 
: : } n the application otf ffi 
ane . tors of said deceased, 
t . 2 a tr ed irs of Ta 
: t to ibscribers r 
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deceased, 
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NEW JERSEY PERL 


STATI CATE OF JOHN LOWE, deceased. 
























































I SSULUTIO) Pursuant ) order of AUKIAN M 
ATI I : 4 ION ; or of AU = , 
t p f 4 8 I RK Surrogate of the ounty 0 
m these presents may come wid I y J z , punty t 
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Db e creditors 
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‘Continued from page 4) 


5. Pretrial Order Supplanting 

the Pleadings. 

This proposal received the 
severest condemnation. 
unanimously opposed. 

One of the chief weapons of 
the trial lawyer is the right to 
cross examine the iitigant on 
the facts which he gave his law- 
yer for the purpose of framing 
the pleadings, particularly so _ ision 
when there is any variance be- 
tween the pleaded facts and the 
facts divulged at the trial. This 
frequently happens in cases in- the 
volving fraud or one of the 
many forms of estoppel. The 
importance of this weapon is s 
well-known that it cannot be 
minimized. The supplanting of 
the right would be the doing of 
substantial injustice 
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PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 
U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 





















NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 

















sues 


Services available to attorneys only 











Then, 


is to be 


some 


Chancery, 
terminative 
The court is reminded that at 
Bar Association 
in Philadelphia i 
members of the 
demonstrated the 
‘edure in New 
admonished by the 
Justice Brennan 
voluntary 
. procedure. 
ROY GRIFFITH JONES The proposal would be a reversal 
of that stan At the present 
time the attorney has the right 
to sign a pretrial order 


were 


American 
Convention 
1955, < 
2 which 


and Mr. 
to emphasize the 


Justice 


stand. 


to refuse 


whic 

Chamber of Commerce Bidg., ere “a = 

24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. his client’s 
Mitchell 3-6136 defense. 


supersedes 
attorney 
cept < 


without the 


ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. pain 
Mitchell 2-1406 the 


judge was 
perceive. 


























































are permanent “hits” wi 


er Ledger 
at Desk Seal 
7 f with Booster 







‘Pocket Seal at $1.25 




















get a good start with clients! 


‘sh new and old 


with exclusive self 


STOCK & rRansren 
iedcmn 


7315 


*reinforced drawer 





Riensaieatetlens On diene Rule Changes 

too, the force of admis- 
sions in the pleadings, expressed 
or implied which frequently are 
looked to both by the judge and 
the attorney, and particularly so 
It was in the Chancery Division, would 
be lost unless the plee 
incorporated 
order. 


into the 


of the issues. 


pretrial 


not properly 


cause of action 


the pretrial 


the pleadings, 
may be forced to 
notion of the 


factual and 


right on appeal to 
fall back on the pleadings to ad- 


new theory 





corporations 
filing drawer 
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office inca day! 


ANOTHER — ALL-STATE — IMPROVEMENT 


EXTRA at NO INCREASE i in price 


An ee Heavy Indestructible Lift Top Box 


ALL-STATE orice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 


MARKET 4-5577 


—— 24 Hour Service — 


Service That Only A Manufacturer Can Offer 


adings were 
pretrial 
noted that ad- 
missions of this sort and the in- 
nuendos arising from them, 
cases in the Chancery Div- 
in the Old Court 
ultimately 


unable 
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SUPERIOR COURT AND 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
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1661S, 
7S, 1897S, 
21188, 





260765, 








‘The court must be reminded 
that there are just as many ser- 
ious inadequacies on the bench 
as there are at the bar. It is only 
a matter of degree. The art of 
leading has been the bulwark 
of our law for many centuries. 
In the Chancery Division the 
preparation of the pleadings us- 
ually represents the expenditure 
of considerable time and re- 
search. The same is true of some 
law actions and of the prepara- 
tion of equitable defenses or 
counterclaims to law actions. At 
the present time the attorney 
may guard against the inability 
of the trial judge to perceive 
the real issues in the short time 
alloted for a pretrial conference, 
by merely seeing to it that the 
pretrial order is not inconsistent 
with the pleadings. But if the 
pleadings are to be supplanted, 
then the result will be the denial 
of substantial justice unless, by 
the insistence of the attorney, 
the pretrial order actually re- 
cites the pleadings. The admoni- 
tion of the Chief Justice in his 
dissent in State v. Kociolek, Sup. 
1957, 23 N. J. 400, 129 A. 2nd 417, 
should be heeded: 

“One of the great objectives 
of modern procedure is to 
make it a means to an end 
rather than an end in itself. 
Every time a statute or a rule 
is construed to be mandatory 
or jurisdictional we are in 
danger of promoting techni- 
calities at the expense of sub- 
stantial justice.” 

See also R.R. 4:8-6. 

The procedure in the federal 
system is not comparable. There 
the pretrial order deals only 
with the issues, not with the full 
array of factual contentions, as 
ours does. Moreover, Rule 16(2) 
of the Federal Rules provides 
that ‘the necessity or desirabil- 
ity of amendments to the plead- 
ings” may be considered at the 
pretrial conference, thus leaving 
the door open to the attorneys 
to cross-examine on the plead- 
ings 

6. Trial Calendars, Law and 

General Equity. 

This proposal was unanimous- 
ly rejected 

Many complex cases 
more than normal 
time for the service of process. 
Where there are multiple de- 
fendants, extended inquiry of- 
ten must be made before the 
case can be brought to issue. 

7. Expediting of Matrimonial 

cases. 

This proposal was 

1animously. 

Speed should not be the goal 
in matrimonial cases. The public 
nolicy of the State is to favor 

ciliation, not divorce. The 

more time which elapses between 
commencement of the action 
’nd judgment favors the recon- |} 
ciliation of the parties and the 
restablishment of the marriage. 

8. Scheduling of Pretrials. 

This proposal was approved 

9. Consolidation of Actions. 

This proposal was approved. 

19. Filing of Motion Papers. 

This proposal was rejected. 

An increase in the time to 
bring on motions will deprive 
attorneys and their clients of | 
effective relief in many cases, 
when considered in connection 
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with other time limitations. This 


is especially true in motions 
leading to discovery. 
In this county, the present 


procedure of assigning motions 
to judges on the motion day, 
does not permit the judges to 
first read the motion papers. 

11. Limiting Trial to Issues of 

Liability. 

This proposal was approved 
with the proviso that the parties 
first must consent to the limita- 
tion. 

12. Calendar Call. 

The Association took no action 
on this proposal. 

13. Drawing Juries. 

This proposal was approved. 
However, in view of the decisions 
of the Supreme Court in Wright 
v. Bernstein, Sup. Jan. 1957, 23 
N. J. 284, 129 A.2nd 19 and Més- 
zaros v. Gransamer, Sup. Jan. 
1957, 23 N. J. 179, 128 A. 2nd 449, 
the rule should provide that all 
jurors are bound by questions 
addressed to the whole panel 
und the failure of a juror to 
answer a query addressed to the 
panel evinces a negative answer. 
14. Friendly Judgments. 

This proposal was approved. 
15. Signing Judgments and Or- 


ders. 
This proposal was approved 
provided the rule specifies the 
limitation ‘unless otherwise di- 


rected by the court.” 

The reason is that when sev- 
eral attorneys are involved re- 
presenting different clients it is 
not possible to procure approval 
of orders within the ten day 
period. 

16. Imposition of Sanctions. 

This proposal was unanimous- 
ly condemned and rejected 

An affront to the whole body 
of a hard-working profession 
because of the delinquency of a 
few, who otherwise can be ade- 
quately punished through con- 
tempt. is not compatible with 
the dignity either of the bench 
or the bar. The proposal is pue- 
rile. Rather than as a test of 
strength through the coopera- 
tion of the bench and bar, it is 
quite to the contrary, an admis- 
sion of weakness. 

Respectfully submitted 
William G. Bischoff 
William C. Gotshalk 
Carl Kisselman 
W. Louis Bossle, Chairman 
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